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REPORT. 


The  undersigned  committee,  appointed  under  a resolution  of  the  House, 
adopted  the  17th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1862,  make  report : 

That  they  submit  such  facts  as  the  limited  time  and  the  surrounding  cir- 
cumstances enabled  them  to  collect.  This  resolution  and  the  preamble  pre- 
fixed thereto  are  in  the  following  words,  viz  : 

“W  here  as,  it  has  been  alleged  and  is  believed  by  many  of  the  citizens  of  this 
Commonwealth,  that  improper  influences  were  used  in  procuring  the  passage 
of  an  act,  at  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature,  entitled  ‘An  Act  for  the 
commutation  of  the  tonnage  duties:’ 

uJlnd  whereas , It  is  due  alike  to  the  parties  implicated,  and  to  the  public  at 
large,  that  the  allegations  upon  which  said  belief  is  predicated  should  be 
investigated,  in  order  that  truth  may  be  vindicated  and  justice  done  to  all  ; 
therefore, 

“ Resolved , That  a committee  be  appointed,  consisting  of  seven,  to  inquire 
into  all  the  facts  connected  with  the  passage  of  said  act,  and  that  they  have 
pow’er  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  that  the  committee  be  instructed 
to  report  the  names  of  all  persons  or  officers,  in  or  out  of  the  Legislature, 
by  whom  and  upon  whom  they  shall  find  such  corrupt  influences  to  have  been 
used.” 

From  the  phraseology  of  the  preamble  and  resolution  it  will  be  perceived, 
that  the  committee  are  confined  in  their  inquiries  to  the  means  employed  in 
procuring  the  passage  of  the  bill  for  “the  commutation  of  tonnage  duties.” 
It  may  be  remarked  here,  in  passing,  that  this  investigation  was  demanded 
by  an  overwhelming  public  sentiment  throughout  the  Common u'eallh,  without 
regard  to  locality  or  distinction  of  political  parties.  In  entering  upon  the 
discharge  of  so  important  and  delicate  a duty,  your  committee  were  not 
insensible  to  its  great  responsibilities,  nor  were  they  ignorant  of  the  obstacles 
they  would  have  to  encounter  in  the  progress  of  their  investigation. 

When  it  is  remembered  that  crime  is  generally  committed  in  secret,  so  that 
its  perpetrators  may  elude  the  justice  of  the  law,  and  that  where  the  convic- 
tion of  the  guilty  may  depend  on  the  admissions  of  the  parties  implicated,  it 
requires  no  great  stretch  of  imagination  to  suppose  that  crime  does  not 
always  meet  with  merited  punishment ; but  it  is  nevertheless  the  duty  of  all 
good  men,  wherever  there  is  a wrell  grounded  suspicion  that  crime  has  been 
committed,  to  exert  all  proper  means  to  expose  and  punish  it.  Upon  this 
point  an  eminent  writer  has  said  : “ He  who  spares  vice,  apologizes  for  it  in 
the  high  places  of  the  world,  wrongs  virtue  in  every  place.  He  helps  the 
good  to  look  upon  it  leniently,  and  thus  to  lower  the  tone  of  morality  within 
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themselves.  He  assists  the  bad  to  make  it  respectable,  and  thus  to  give  them 
warrant  and  license  in  its  imitation,  and  even  in  its  emulation.  He  discour- 
ages virtue  in  the  humble,  the  great  masses  who  form  the  real  basis  of  society, 
and  upon  whose  goodness  and  truth  the  State  must  rely  for  its  character 
before  the  world  and  its  stability  in  the  world.”  Actinof  under  the  conviction 
of  the  correctness  of  this  elementary  principle,  and  believing  that  it  applies 
to  governments  as  well  as  to  individuals,  and  that  it  is  peculiarly  applicable 
to  the  case  under  consideration,  your  committee  have  felt  that  it  would  be  a 
warrant  for  them  to  prosecute  with  vigilance  their  inquiries,  and  that  it 
would  be  a shield  to  protect  them  from  the  improper  criticisms  of  the  venal 
portion  of  the  press.  They,  therefore,  have  conducted  the  investigation  with 
no  other  motive  than  that  “ truth  might  be  vindicated  and  justice  done  to  all.” 

With  these  general  observations,  let  us  see  whether  any  improper  influ- 
ences were  employed  to  procure  the  passage  of  the  bill  in  question,  and  tf  so, 
by  whom. 

In  presenting  the  testimony  on  this  point,  your  committee  have  deemed  it 
proper  to  divide  it  under  three  general  heads,  viz  : 

First.  The  tampering  with  the  press. 

Second.  The  distribution  of  the  accumulated  tax  among  sundry  railroad 
companies,  to  influence  votes  for  the  bill;  and 

Third.  The  direct  application  of  moneys  to  members  of  the  Legislature  by 
an  officer  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company. 

First,  then,  as  to  the  press. 

The  editor  of  the  Allentown  Democrat,  Mr.  Ruhe,  testified  that  he  had 
received,  from  one  James  Fuller,  of  Lehigh  county,  two  thousand  dolla'rs  as 
an  inducement  to  publish  the  bill  for  the  “commutation  of  tonnage  duties,” 
and  a printed  argument  in  favor  of  said  bill,  and  also  to  sustain  Senator 
Schindel,  of  his  district,  should  he  vote  for  it.  He  published  the  bill,  but 
did  not  sustain  Schindel,  but,  on  the  contrary,  denounced  him  through  the 
columns  of  his  paper.  In  all  material  particulars  this  witness  is  corroborated 
by  the  said  Fuller,  who  testified  that  he  had  paid  Ruhe  two  thousand  dollars, 
as  stated  above.  On  Fuller  being  asked  from  whom  he  obtained  the  money, 
he  replied  that  it  was  his  own,  that  he  had  not  received  it  from  any  one  con- 
nected with  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  nor  was  there  any  under- 
standing between  him  and  any  person  that  he  was  to  be  reimbursed,  nor  did  he 
at  any  time  expect  to  be  so  reimbursed,  either  in  whole  or  in  part.  In  answer 
to  the  question,  “what  then  induced  you  to  pay  out  such  a sum  of  money  for 
a matter  in  which  you  had  no  interest,”  he  said,  “for  the  purpose  of 
making  political  capital  for  myself  and  the  Republican  party  in  my  Legisla- 
tive and  Senatorial  district.”  Whether  so  improbable  a story  as  that  a pri- 
vate citizen,  who  had  not  a dollar’s  worth  of  interest  in  the  Pennsylvania 
railroad  compan}^,  would  pay  out  of  his  own  funds  two  thousand  dollars, 
without  any  expectation  of  ever  being  reimbursed,  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
making  political  capital  for  himself  and  the  Republican  party,  and  that,  too, 
when  he  was  not  then  and  did  not  expect  to  become  a candidate  for  any  office, 
is  entitled  to  credit,  your  committee  submit  to  the  House  and  the  public.  It 
must  not  be  forgotten,  in  this  connection,  that  Senator  Schindel,  who  Fuller 
was  so  anxious  to  have  sustained,  was  his  political  opponent.  The  next 
editor  called  was  Seth  T.  Hurd,  of  the  “Brownsville  Clipper,”  who  testified 
that  he  was  in  Harrisburg  during  the  session  of  1 8 b 1 , and  that  while  the  bill 
for  the  “commutation  of  tonnage  duties”  was  pending  before  the  Legisla- 
ture, some  man  from  Huntingdon  county,  whose  name  he  could  not  remember, 
invited  him  to  the  room  of  Thos.  A.  Scott,  vice  president  of  the  railroad 
company,  and  that  after  being  shown  into  the  room,  his  conductor  retired, 
leaving  witness  and  Scott  alone.  Scott  then  asked  deponent  how  he  stood 
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on  the  tonnage  tax  question,  to  which  he  replied,  that  he  was  “ prejudiced 
against  it.”  Scott  then  remarked  that  he  thought  if  he  would  examine  some 
arguments  that  they  had  prepared,  he  might  change  his  views,  and  at  the 
same  time  handed  him  a bundle  of  papers,  with  the  request  that  he  should 
read  them.  Witness  remarked  that  it  would  take  some  time  to  examine  such 
an  amount  of  documents,  and  that  he  was  on  expense,  &c.  Scott  said,  I will 
make  that  all  right,  at  the  same  time  handed  him  three  or  four  hundred  dol- 
lars. After  remaining  a few  days  in  Harrisburg,  witness  went  to  Philadel- 
phia, where  on  a careful  examination  of  the  arguments , he  concluded  to  write 
an  article  for  his  paper  in  favor  of  the  bill  referred  to,  and  did  so,  and  for- 
warded it  to  his  foreman  at  Brownsville,  but  by  the  next  mail  countermanded 
its  publication.  This  investment  of  Scott  does  not  seem  to  have  paid  much 
better  than  that  of  his  friend  Fuller,  in  the  Allentown  case.  But  the  act  is 
none  the  less  to  be  condemned.  It  was  a bold  attempt  to  subsidize  a public 
journal,  for,  according  to  the  testimony  of  Hurd,  he  had  always  been  opposed 
to  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax,  and  this  money  was  given  for  the  palpable 
purpose  of  inducing  him  to  change  his  course.  A number  of  other  editors 
were  called,  with  the  view  of  ascertaining  whether  they  had  published  the 
bill  and  printed  arguments  for  the  company,  and  if  so,  what  compensation 
they  had  received  for  the  service.  Some  of  these  had  published  the  bill 
alone,  and  others  the  bill  and  portions  of  the  argument,  and  the  compensa- 
tion varied  from  twenty  up  to  about  four  hundred  dollars.  It  is  not  doubted 
but  that  the  amount  expended  in  this  way  reached  several  thousand  dollars. 
Most  of  the  editors  examined,  testified  that  their  charges  were  in  accordance 
with  their  usual  rates.  While  there  would  seem  to  be  no  impropriety  in 
newspapers  publishing  the  bill  and  receiving  the  usual  rates  of  compensation, 
the  committee  submit  whether  to  publish  an  ingeniously  prepared  argument 
in  favor  of  the  bill,  without  accompanying  it  with  an  editorial  disapproval, 
may  not  be  regarded  as  of  questionable  propriety,  and  especially  when  such 
editor  was  opposed  to  the  measure.  The  chief  source  of  information  pos- 
sessed by  the  people  on  subjects  of  public  policy,  as  connected  with  legisla- 
tion, is  the  press,  and  hence  the  necessity  of  keeping  it  as  far  as  possible 
removed  from  improper  influences. 

Let  us  now  notice  the  second  branch  of  the  investigation,  as  stated  in  the 
outset,  viz : — The  distribution  of  the  eight  hundred  thousand  dollars  accu- 
mulated tax  due  the  State  at  the  time  the  commutation  bill  passed.  By  re- 
ference to  the  act  itself,  it  will  be  seen  that  this  money  was  to  be  appropriated 
to  the  following  roads: — Chartiers  Valley  railroad  company,  the  Pittsburg 
and  Steubenville  railroad  company,  the  Fayette  County  railroad  company, 
(between  Greensburg  and  the  Youghiogheny  river,)  the  West  Pennsylvania 
railroad  company,  (between  Blairsville  and  Butler,)  the  Ebensburg  and  Cres- 
son  railroad  company,  the  Bedford  railroad  company,  (between  Hopewell  and 
Bedford,)  the  Tyrone  and  Clearfield  railroad  company,  and  the  Phillipsburg 
and  Waterford  railroad  company,  (between  Tyrone  and  Brookville,)  the  Ty- 
rone and  Lock  Haven  railroad  company,  the  Mifflin  and  Centre  County  rail- 
road company,  (between  Lewistown  and  Milroy,)  the  Chambersburg  and 
Allegheny  railroad  company,  (between  Chambersburg  and  the  point  of  con- 
nection with  the  Bedford  railroad,  near  Hopewell.) 

It  would  be  a very  superficial  observer,  indeed,  who  would  fail  to  see,  at  a 
glance,  that  this  provision  was  put  in  the  biil,  by  its  friends,  for  the  express 
purpose  of  influencing  the  votes  of  the  members  through  whose  counties 
these  various  railroads  were  to  be  constructed.  This  proposition  is  too  patent 
to  require  elaboration.  But  that  there  might  be  no  room  left  for  cavil,  your 
committee  examined  a few  witnesses  expressly  on  this  point,  and  the  result 
was  most  conclusive.  A.  H.  Burns,  a member  from  Allegheny  county,  in 
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1861,  testified  that  he  had  told  Thomas  A.  Scott,  vice  president  of  the  Penn- 
sylvania railroad,  that  if  he  would  give  him  an  assurance  that  provision 
would  he  made  in  the  commutation  bill  for  the  early  completion  of  the  Pitts- 
burg and  Steubenville  railroad,  he  would  vote  for  the  bill,  a*d,  on  being  thus 
assured  by  Scott,  he  did  so  vote;  which  he  would  not  have  done  but  for  the 
aid  the  Steubenville  road  was  to  receive.  It  is  not  doubted  but  that  others 
were  influenced  to  vote  for  the  bill  for  similar  reasons,  but  the  want  of  time 
prevented  your  committee  from  prosecuting  this  branch  of  the  case  further. 
It  may  be  added  here,  however,  that  some  of  the  directors  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania railroad  admitted,  on  their  examination,  that  this  provision  was  incor- 
porated in  the  bill  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  chances  of  its  passage. 
Assuming,  therefore,  what  it  is  not  believed  any  one  will  attempt  to  gainsay, 
that  this  sum,  of  say  eight  hundred  thousand  dollars,  which  was  then  due 
the  State  from  the  company,  was  thus  appropriated,  your  committee  are  of 
the  opinion  that  its  diversion  from  the  Treasury,  in  the  manner  indicated, 
was  a gross  fraud  upon  the  people,  and  deserves  their  severest  censure.  Look 
at  it  for  a moment.  Here  is  a corporation,  created  by  the  Legislature,  which 
stipulated,  as  a condition  of  its  charter,  that  it  would  pay  to  the  Common- 
wealth, for  the  franchises  conferred,  a certain  tax  annually  forever,  upon  all 
tonnage  carried  over  their  road.  After  paying  this  tax  for  a number  of  years, 
the  company  refused  to  do  so  longer.  The  State  brings  suit,  recovers  judg- 
ment, this  judgment  was  affirmed  by  the  Supreme  Court,  and  at  the  moment 
when  the  Commonwealth  is  about  to  realize  its  just  dues,  the  company  come 
to  the  Legislature  and  demand  that  they  be  relieved  from  the  payment  of  this 
tax  in  future,  and,  to  enable  them  to  procure  the  desired  legislation,  they  de- 
mand that  the  accumulated  tax,  before  referred  to,  should  be  surrendered  to 
them,  for  the  palpable  purpose  of  improperly  influencing  the  votes  of  mem- 
bers in  favor  of  the  commutation  bill. 

Thus  were  the  people’s  representatives,  with  the  people’s  own  money,  not 
only  induced  to  vote  out  of  the  Treasury  the  eight  hundred  thousand  dollars 
then  due  from  the  company,  but  also  an  annual  revenue  of  from  four  hundred 
thousand  to  five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  which  must  continue  to  increase 
to  almost  an  indefinite  period,  But  this  was  not  the  only  device  resorted  to 
by  the  parties  interested  in  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax.  Thomas  A.  Scott, 
vice  president  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  entered  into  an  agree- 
ment, in  writing,  binding  the  company  to  purchase  the  bonds  of  the  Worth- 
Western  railroad  company,  at  par,  to  the  amount  of  four  hundred  thousand 
dollars,  provided  that  the  commutation  bill  should  pass.  This  was  done,  too, 
at  a time  when  said  bonds  could  not  be  sold  in  the  market  for  twenty-five 
cents  on  the  dollar.  This  is  established  by  the  testimony  of  Israel  Painter 
and  substantiated  by  Jacob  Ziegler.  The  object  of  this  most  extraordinary 
writing  is  fully  explained  by  the  testimony  of  the  two  gentlemen  last  named. 
The  former  says  that  he  supposed  that  Scott  would  expect  the  parties  inter- 
ested in  the  completion  of  the  North- Western  road  to  use  their  influence  with 
the  senators  and  members  representing  the  counties  through  which  this  road 
was  located,  to  vote  for  the  commutation  bill.  The  success  of  this  scheme 
may  be  inferred  from  the  fact,  that  the  two  senators  and  three  of  the  repre- 
sentatives, whose  constituents  were  believed  to  be  hostile  to  the  repeal  of  the 
tonnage  tax,  voted  for  the  bill.  But  we  are  not  left  to  conjecture  in  regard 
to  at  least  two  of  these  gentlemen.  Jacob  Ziegler,  on  his  examination,  stated, 
that  from  repeated  conversations  he  had  with  Messrs.  Kobinson  and  Gra- 
ham, members  from  Butler  county,  he  had  no  doubt  but  that  they  voted  for 
the  bill  solely  on  account  of  the  writing  given  by  Scott,  as  referred  to  above. 

This  brings  us  to  the  last  branch  of  the  testimony,  that  is,  the  direct  ap- 
plication of  money  to  members  of  the  Legislature  on  account  of  their  votes. 


This  is  the  most  unpleasant  part  of  our  duty,  and  in  their  approach  to  this 
part  of  the  investigation,  your  committee,  as  they  anticipated,  were  met  by 
almost  insuperable  difficulties.  The  individual  who  they  were  led  to  believe 
was  the  principal  disbursing  agent,  was  Thomas  A.  Scott,  vice  president,  &c. 
A subpoena  was  issued  for  Scott,  and  directed  to  the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  who 
went  to  Philadelphia,  and  not  finding  him  at  home,  left  a copy  at  his  resi- 
dence. Learning  that  Scott  was  in  the  west,  in  the  service  of  the  General 
Government,  a note  was  addressed  to  the  Hon.  E.  M.  Stanton,  Secretary  of 
War,  asking  him  at  what  time  Scott  could  be  at  Harrisburg,  without  preju- 
dice to  the  public  service  ; that  the  committee  deemed  him  an  important  wit- 
ness, &c.  To  this  note  the  Hon.  Secretary  replied  as  follows,  viz: 

“War  Department,  Washington  city,  D.  C.,  ) 

March  S,  1862.  j 


“Wm.  Hopkins,  Esq.,  Chairman , 8,'c.,  Harrisburg : 

“Your  note  of  the  28th  ultimo  has  just  came  to  my  notice.  Mr.  Scott  is  now 
absent  in  the  west  on  public  business,  but  is  under  orders  to  return,  fie  was 
at  Cairo  when  last  heard  from.  As  testifying  is  not  a military  duty,  and 
your  inquiry  does  not  relate  to  military  subjects,  the  department  can  give  no 
order  for  his  appearance  ; but  your  Legislature  may  exercise  its  own  authority 
to  compel  his  attendance,  and  on  Monday  he  will  be  relieved  for  that  purpose. 

“ Regretting  the  delay  that  has  occurred  in  acknowledging  your  note, 

“ I am,  very  truly,  yours, 

“EDWIN  M.  STANTON.” 

The  committee,  after  remaining  in  Harrisburg  for  several  days  beyond 
the  time  indicated  in  the  above  letter,  at  which  Scott  would  be  relieved  from 
military  duty,  determined  to  hold  a session  in  Pittsburg — which  they  did. 
On  their  return  to  Harrisburg  they  learned  that  Scott  had  passed  through, 
on  his  way  to  Washington,  but  had  neither  stopped  or  left  any  word  for  the 
committee.  A dispatch  was  afterwards  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  asking 
where  Scott  could  be  found,  and  whether  he  could  be  relieved  from  duty  long 
enough  to  come  to  Harrisburg.  To  this  a prompt  reply  was  received  in  the 
following  words,  viz  : 


“ Washington,  March  25,  1862. 

“To  Hon.  Wm.  Hopkins,  Chairman : 

“ Mr.  Scott  wTas  sent  this  morning  to  Fortress  Monroe.  He  can  be  relieved 
from  duty  in  four  days  from  this  time,  I think,  unless  some  unforseen  exigency 
occurs. 

“EDWIN  M.  STANTON.” 

In  pursuance  of  this  intimation,  another  subpoena  was  put  into  the  hands 
of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  who  was  directed  to  go  to  Washington  city  and 
await  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Scott,  and  serve  the  process  upon  him  personally. 
That  officer,  after  remaining  several  days  in  Washington,  returned  to  Har- 
risburg, and  reported  that  Scott  could  not  be  found.  It  will  thus  be  perceived 
that  your  committee  have  exhausted  every  means  within  their  power  to  have 
brought  before  them  the  man  whose  testimony  they  believed  would  be  the 
most  important  for  this  investigation.  From  disclosures  made  before  the 
committee,  the  conviction  is  left  upon  their  minds  that  the  said  Thomas  A. 
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Scott  did  use  money  in  connection  with  the  legislation  in  question,  and  that 
he  has  purposely  kept  himself  out  of  the  reach  of  the  process  of  the  House, 
for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  being  examined  as  a witness.  Your  committee, 
however,  are  not  left  to  inference  on  this  point.  They  have  before  them 
such  evidence  as  induces  the  belief  that  he  did  use  money  for  the  purpose 
indicated.  In  the  absence  of  Mr.  Scott,  the  committee  were  obliged  to  rely 
chiefly  upon  the  testimony  of  members  of  the  Legislature,  who,  it  was  alleged, 
had  received  pay  for  their  votes,  and  upon  other  witnesses,  to  whom  said 
members  had  made  admissions.  The  committee  do  not  deem  it  an  unchari- 
table suggestion  to  say,  that,  as  a general  rule,  those  who  would  so  far  forget 
all  moral  obligations  as  to  accept  a bribe  would  not  be  apt  to  criminate  them- 
selves. Acting  under  this  belief,  the  committee,  as  just  intimated,  called 
only  those  wTho  they  understood  had  made  admissions  to  third  parties.  For 
this  reason  there  were  those  upon  whom  strong  suspicion  rested  who  were 
not  examined.  If  these  suspicions  were  well  founded,  (a  point  upon  which 
your  committee  expresses  no  opinion,)  their  escape  from  public  exposure  and 
execration  is  attributable  to  their  cunning  in  keeping  their  own  secrets  rather 
than  to  their  virtue.  Kennedy  Marshall  was  a member  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
sentatives  from  Allegheny  county,  in  1861,  and  who  voted  for  the  commuta- 
tion bill,  testified  before  the  committee  that  after  the  passage  of  said  bill,  and 
about  the  time  the  Legislature  adjourned,  he  went  to  the  rooms  of  Mr.  Scott, 
at  the  Loverly  House,  and  there  being  some  persons  in  the  first  room,  he  and 
Scott  went  into  an  adjoining  one,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  a pass  for  a 
friend,  over  the  road,  and  that  after  the  pass  was  filled  up,  Scott  handed  him 
a small  package,  undercover  of  an  envelop,  remarking  to  witness,  “ this  was 
left  here  for  you  ; I don’t  know  by  whom,  or  do  I know  what  it  contains.” 
On  taking  the  package  to  his  room  and  opening  it,  he  found  it  contained  five 
hundred  dollars  in  bank  bills.  Marshall  further  stated  that  he  saw  in  Scott’s 
room,  where  he  handed  him  the  envelop,  a number  of  other  envelopes,  but 
could  not  tell  whether  they  were  addressed  or  not.  It  is  due  to  Mr.  Marshall 
to  state,  that  he  claimed  to  have  been  in  favor  of  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage 
tax  before  his  election,  and  in  this  allegation  he  is  sustained  by  the  testimony 
of  Win.  Coleman,  of  Pittsburg,  who  stated  that  he  heard  Marshall  say,  previ- 
ous to  his  nomination,  that  he  was  in  favor  of  its  repeal.  Marshall  further 
testified  that  there  was  no  understanding  between  him  and  Mr.  Scott  that  he 
was  to  receive  any  money  for  his  vote.  The  committee  submit  this  part  of 
Mr.  M.’s  testimony  without  comment,  so  that  he  may  have  all  the  benefit  he 
can  derive  from  such  an  allegation.  Marshall  further  testified,  that  on  the 
day  of  the  adjournment  of  the  Legislature,  he  went  into  the  room  of  Mr. 
Davis,  late  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  saw  lying  on  his 
table  or  bed,  was  not  certain  which,  a large  amount  of  bank  notes,  some  of 
which  he  picked  up  and  put  in  his  pocket,  remarking  at  the  time,  “ where 
did  you  make  such  a raise  V’  to  which  Davis  replied,  “from  Tom  Scott.” 
Witness  then  remarked,  “I  wish  he  would  come  around  and  serve  the  rest 
of  us  in  the  same  way.”  Then  Davis  replied,  “I  was  only  joking;  it  be- 
longs to  other  parties.”  Davis  afterwards  told  witness  that  part  of  the  money 
belonged  to  some  man  up  the  Allegheny  river — name  not  remembered.  Mar- 
shall and  Davis  traveled  from  Harrisburg  to  Pittsburg  together,  and  Davis 
requested  witness  to  take  charge  of  part  of  his  money,  as  he  did  not  like  to 
carry  it  ail  on  his  own  person.  He  also  requested  him  to  get  some  of  it 
exchanged  for  coin — which  he  did,  but  could  not  say  how  much.  The  whole 
amount  Davis  had  in  his  room  at  the  time  referred  to  was  from  five  thousand 
dollars  to  seven  thousand  dollars.  It  is  proper  to  state,  here,  that  Davis  had 
been  before  the  committee,  previous  to  the  examination  of  Marshall,  but  was 
not  interrogated  as  to  his  having  received  money,  for  the  reason,  that  the 
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committee  did  not  then  know  what  the  character  of  Marshall’s  testimony 
would  be.  Davis  was  examined  exclusively  in  reference  to  free  tickets,  and 
he  testified  that  he  had  received  from  Thomas  A.  Scott  over  thirty  passes, 
during  the  session  of  1881,  for  the  benefit  of  his  friends.  Believing  that  an 
opportunity  should  be  afforded  Davis  to  explain  how  he  came  into  possession 
of  so  large  a sum  of  money,  at  the  time  mentioned  by  Marshall,  and  the 
circumstances  connected  therewith,  a telegraphic  dispatch  was  sent  to  him 
at  Washington  city,  on  the  5th  instant,  desiring  his  re-appearance  before  the 
committee,  on  Monday,  the  7th,  and  on  the  same  day  he  replied  as  follows  : 


“To  Wm.  Hopkins,  Chairman  : 

“ Cannot  be  there  on  Monday,  but  will  attend  as  soon. as  possible. 

“E.  W.  DAVIS. 


“Washington,  D.  C.,  April  5,  1862.” 


Your  committee  being  obliged  to  report,  under  a resolution  of  the  House, 
on  this  day,  could  not,  of  course,  wait  longer  on  Mr.  Davis,  and  they  there- 
fore submit  his  case  without  comment. 

A number  of  witnesses  were  examined  in  regard  to  admissions  made  by 
Thomas  Osterhout,  late  member  from  Wyoming  county.  D.  D.  De  Witt  tes- 
tified that  Osterhout  admitted  to  him  that  he  had  received  money  enough  for 
his  vote  in  favor  of  the  commutation  bill,  to  enable  him  to  pay  his  debts,  and 
if  he  had  not  voted  for  it  he  would  have  been  “stove  up;”  that  the  bill  would 
have  passed  at  any  rate,  and  he  thought  his  friends  should  not  blame  him,  &c. 
John  Day  testified  substantially  to  the  same  thing,  with  the  addition  that  Os- 
terhout had  fixed  the  definite  amount  he  had  received,  but  which  amount  he 
could  not  remember  with  certainty.  It  was  not  less  than  one  thousand  dol- 
lars, and  may  have  amounted  to  three  thousand  dollars.  J.  Baker  testified 
that  Osterhout  told  him  that  he  had  made  money  enough  out  of  his  vote  on 
this  bill  to  pay  his. debts  and  expenses.  Charles  Keeney  testified  that  Oster- 
liout  told  him  “he  thought  the  bill  must  pass,  and  he  would  get  all  the  money 
out  of  it  he  could  ; he  did  make  a good  tiling  of  it,  and  brought  home  the  money 
and  paid  his  debts.”  A subpoena  was  issued  for  Osterhout,  but  through  the 
interference  of  a certain  George  H.  Bardwell,  he  was  enabled  to  elude  the 
officer.  This  Bardwell,  on  being  called  before  the  committee,  (on  being 
closely  pressed,)  admitted  on  his  examination  that  he  had  telegraphed  to  J . 
Brisbin,  of  Scranton,  to  notify  Wm.  M.  Piatt,  of  Tunkhannock,  that  an  offi- 
cer from  the  Hopkins  committee  would  be  at  the  latter  place  soon,  and  to  be 
on  the  look  out.  On  being  asked  why  he  thus  telegraphed,  he  replied  that 
he  wished  certain  parties  at  Tunkhannock  to  know  that  an  officer  would  be 
there;  Osterhout  in  particular,  he  desired  to  be  notified.  The  success  of  this 
plot  was  (for  the  time  being)  complete,  for  on  the  arrival  of  the  officer  at  the 
residence  of  Osterhout,  he  found  that  he  had  left  that  morning  for  parts  un- 
known. The  officer,  however,  returned  to  Tunkhannock  a few  days  after- 
wards, and  found  Osterhout,  and  served  a process  upon  him,  but  he  refused  to 
appear,  and  from  the  shortness  of  the  time  within  which  your  committee, 
under  a joint  resolution,  were  required  to  report,  it  was  impossible  to  reach 
him  by  attachment.  One  witness  who  came  to  Harrisburg,  and  who  it  was 
expected  would  prove  the  admissions  of  Osterhout  as  to  the  precise  sum  he 
had  received  for  his  vote,  left  in  the  night  without  giving  his  evidence,  and 
this,  too,  notwithstanding  he  had  given  the  chairman  the  most  positive  assu- 
rance that  he  would  appear  before  the  committee  at  8i  o’clock  on  the  morn- 
ing of  the  second  instant.  Hearing  of  the  mysterious  disappearance  of  this 
witness,  inquiries  were  made  concerning  him,  and  on  learning  that  he  had 
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been  seen  at  a late  hour  in  company  with  George  H.  Bardwell,  the  latter  was 
summoned  before  the  committee,  and  testified  that  about  six  o’clock  on  the 
evenin'?  of  the  first  instant  he  had  a conversation  with  the  absconding  wit- 

— . a 1 

ness,  (Gearheart,)  who  told  him  that  he  believed  he  would  go  off  without  tes- 
tifying, to  which  Bardwell  replied  he  could  do  as  he  pleased;  he  also  saw 
Gearheart  about  two  o’clock  on  the  morning  of  the  second,  when  he  came  to 
his  room  and  told  him  he  was  going  to  Philadelphia  and  New  York.  Bard- 
well testifies  that  be  did  not  advise  this  witness  to  leave,  yet  he  gave  no 
notice  to  the  committee  of  Gearheart’s  intentions.  This  fact,  taken  in  con- 
nection with  Bardwell  having  telegraphed  to  Brisbin  and  Piatt  to  put  the 
Tunkhannock  parties  on  their  guard,  induces  the  committee  to  receive  with 
some  grains  of  allowance  his  statement  on  this  point.  But  notwithstanding 
all  the  treachery  that  has  surrounded  this  case,  sufficient  testimony  has  been 
elicited  to  satisfy  your  committee  that  Thomas  Osterhout  did  receive  a con- 
siderable sum  of  money  for  his  vote  in  favor  of  the  commutation  bill.  As 
to  the  party  by  whom  this  money  was  paid,  the  House  and  the  public  must 
be  their  own  judges,  the  testimony  being  silent  on  this  point;  but  it  is  not 
doubted  but  that  a correct  judgment  will  be  formed  in  regard  to  it. 

It  is  due,  in  this  connection,  to  Mr.  J.  Brisbin,  to  state  that  he  was  absent 
from  home  at  the  time  Bardwell’s  dispatch  reached  Scranton,  and  that  said 
dispatch  was  forwarded  to  Piatt  by  the  telegraphic  operator,  before  Mr.  B. 
knew  anything  about  it  ; and  that  when  the  operator  forwarded  to  Mr.  Bris- 
bin the  substance  of  the  dispatch  he  had  no  knowledge  whatever  of  what  it 
referred  to. 

Other  ex-senators  and  members  who,  it  was  alleged,  had  been  bribed,  were 
not  called  before  the  committee,  for  the  reasons  that  the  witnesses,  by  whom 
it  was  claimed  the  fact  could  be  established,  were  beyond  the  jurisdiction  of 
•he  Legislature;  some  of  them  in  the  army  and  others  out  of  the  limits  of 
the  State.  In  some  instances  the  parties  implicated  were  themselves  con- 
nected with  the  army,  and  of  course  beyond  our  reach.  In  one  case  a sus- 
pected ex-member  was  subpoenaed  and  refused  to  appear,- and  the  witness  by 
whom  it  was  alleged  his  complicity  could  be  established,  was  also  subpoenaed 
and  failed  to  attend.  While  this  may  be  fairly  regarded  as  a suspicious  cir- 
cumstance, it  is  not  deemed  by  the  committee  sufficient  to  justify  them  in 
giving  the  name. 

J.  Edgar  Thomson,  president  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  was 
subpoenaed  to  appear  before  the  committee  on  Friday,  the  — day  of  Feb- 
ruary, but  before  the  day  arrived  the  hearing  was  postponed  until  the  fourth 
day  of  March,  of  which  he  was  duly  notified;  whereupon  he  expressed  his 
regret  at  the  postponement,  as  he  would  be  obliged  to  be  in  Pittsburg  on  the 
day  designated.  After  his  return  to  Philadelphia  the  state  of  his  health  was 
represented  to  be  such,  that  the  committee  did  not  deem  it  proper  to  insist 
upon  his  coming  to  Harrisburg  at  that  time.  His  continued  illness  induced 
the  committee  to  delay  his  examination  until  the  — day  of  April,  when  a 
sub-committee  was  appointed,  consisting  of  Messrs.  Kyon,  Crane  and  Kaine, 
to  go  to  Philadelphia  and  take  his  testimony  ; and  on  reaching  there  the  fol- 
lowing correspondence  took  place: 


“ Continental  Hotel, 

Phil<Mklph.ia , April  5,  1862. 

“J.  Edgar  Thomson: 

“ Sir  : — We  have  come  here  for  the  purpose  of  examining  you  as  a wit- 
ness on  the  subject  of  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax,  upon  which  you  were 
heretofore  subpoenaed. 
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“ Understanding  that,  from  illness,  you  were  unable  to  leave  your  house, 
we  would  be  obliged  to  you  to  know  at  what  time  it  would  suit  you  to  see  us. 

“Very  respectfully,  yours,  &c., 

“F.  M.  CRANE, 

“D.  KAINE, 

“JAS.  RYON, 

“ Sub- Committee.'" 

“Philadelphia,  Aprils,  1862. 

“ Dear  Sirs: — You  will  perceive,  from  the  enclosed  note  from  my  physi- 
cian, that  he  is  very  much  opposed  to  the  interview  referred  to  in  your  note 
of  this  morning,  and  1 have  deemed  it  best  to  transmit  his  letter  to  you,  that 
you  might  determine  for  yourselves  whether  some  other  method  for  securing 
the  information  desired  would  not  be  equally  agreeable  to  you. 

“ Yours  truly,  &c., 

“J.  EDGAR  THOMSON. 

“To  F.  M.  Crane,  D.  Kaine  and  J.  Ryon,  Esq.,  Committee.” 

“Philadelphia,  April  5,  1862,  ; 

1020  Chestnut  st.  ^ 

“ My  Dear  Sir  : — I am  very  positively  of  the  opinion  that  you  ought  not, 
while  under  the  treatment  by  injection  of  lunar  caustic,  to  go  out  from  your 
house,  or  be  much  disturbed,  in  any  way,  at  home,  for  fear  of  an  increase  of 
the  constitutional  irritation  from  what  you  suffered  yesterday.  Put  the  medi- 
cal responsibility  on  me  of  denying  to  callers  personal  interviews.  I am 
sure  they  hurt  you. 

“ Yrours  trufy, 

“J.  PANCOAST. 

“ J.  E.  Thomson,  Esq.” 

From  this  it  will  he  seen  that  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Thomson  has  not  been 
procured.  It  may  be  stated  here  that  seven  of  the  directors  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania road  appeared  before  the  committee  on  the  day  to  which  the  examination 
was  postponed,  all  of  whom  testified  that  they  had  no  knowledge  whatever 
of  any  money  having  been  used  by  the  company  or  any  of  its  officers,  for 
the  purpose  of  procuring  the  passage  of  the  bill  in  question.  It  may  also  be 
stated  that  Thomas  T.  Firth,  treasurer  of  the  company,  failed  to  appear  be- 
fore the  committee  on  the  day  designated,  on  account  of  ill  health,  but  he 
afterwards  signified  his  willingness  to  appear  and  testify,  but  was  not  called. 

As  has  been  intimated  in  a former  part  of  this  report,  your  committee  had 
to  encounter  great  difficulties  from  the  commencement  to  the  close  of  their 
labors.  Among  these  may  be  mentioned  the  unwillingness  of  witnesses  to 
appear  and  testify,  the  peculiar  character  of  the  investigation  being  such 
that  but  a step  could  be  taken  at  a time,  the  necessity  of  calling  witnesses 
at  random  without  knowing  what  they  would  testify  to,  the  emissaries  that 
were  prowling  about  for  the  purpose  of  putting  suspected  parties  on  their 
guard,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  elude  the  vigilance  of  the  officers,  &c.  These 
and  other  causes  which  might  be  enumerated,  have  so  embarrassed  the  com- 
mittee in  the  progress  of  their  inquiries,  as  has  doubtless  precluded  them 
from  discovering  all  the  facts  connected  with  the  improper  legislation  under 
consideration.  But  notwithstanding  this,  it  is  believed  that  enough  has  been 
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elicited  to  satisfy  every  honest  man  in  the  Commonwealth  that  every  allega- 
tion set  forth  in  the  preamble,  under  which  your  committee  were  appointed, 
has  been  fully  sustained.  In  summing  up  the  whole  case,  then,  so  far  as  the 
limited  time  allotted,  and  the  surrounding  circumstances  would  enable  them 
to  prosecute  their  inquiries,  the  conviction  is  forced  upon  the  minds  of  your 
committee,  that  in  procuring  the  passage  of  the  bill  for  the  commutation  of 
tonnage  duties,  unlawful  means  were  used  by  Thomas  A.  Scott,  vice  presi- 
dent of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  who  has  himself  successfully 
eluded  the  process  of  the  House.  Thus  have  we  the  startling  fact  presented 
of  an  officer  of  a gigantic  corporation  procuring  the  enactment  of  a law  by 
corrupt  means,  by  which  some  eight  hundred  thousand  dollars  were  abstracted 
from  the  Treasury  in  violation  of  every  principle  of  morality  and  justice,  and 
which  also  relieved  the  corporation  from  the  payment,  in  future,  of  an  annual 
sum  of  say  four  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and  which  will  continue  to  in- 
crease to  almost  an  indefinite  period.  Wicked  and  unjustifiable  as  is  the 
present  rebellion,  which  is  seeking  to  overthrow  the  best  and  most  munifi- 
cent government  the  world  has  ever  seen,  it  is  not  more  to  be  deprecated 
than  is  the  corrupting  of  the  fountains  whence  emanate  all  the  guarantees 
we  have  for  the  protection  of  property,  life  or  liberty.  When  the  law  making 
power  becomes  so  corrupt  as  to  barter  away  millions  upon  millions  of  the 
people’s  money,  for  the  pecuniary  benefit  of  its  members,  it  is  enough  to  cause 
every  true  patriot  to  tremble  for  his  country.  How  can  we  expect  God’s 
blessing  if  we  shamefully  violate  his  laws'?  How  can  we  expect  our  State 
to  prosper,  if  the  press  is  to  become  the  auxiliary  of  corporations  in  inflict- 
ing great  wrongs  on  the  people,  and  if  corruption  is  permitted  to  march  with 
brazen  face  into  our  legislative  halls,  and  buy  up  the  guardians  of  the  public 
interests  like  cattle  in  the  market  ? The  higher  the  position  and  character 
of  those  enlaced  in  such  demoralizing  acts,  the  more  lamentable  it  becomes. 
But  neither  station  nor  reputation  should  screen  them  from  the  condemnation 
of  outraged  virtue. 

All  of  which,  with  the  testimony,  is  respectfully  submitted. 

VVM.  HOPKINS, 

F.  M.  CRANE, 

JAMES  RYON, 

B.  B.  STRAIN G, 

JAMES  ALEXANDER, 

D.  KAINE, 

ISAAC  BUFFER, 

Committee. 


« 
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TESTIMONY, 


TUESDAY  EVENING,  February  25,  1862. 

' Washington  Butcher,  affirmed. 

Question. — Were  you  a member  of  the  board  of  directors  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Central  raiiroad  company  in  1861,  and  how  long! 

Answer. — I was,  and  retired  last  May. 

Question.— What  other  relation  did  you  sustain! 

Answer. — Was  a member  of  the  Finance  Committee  from  January  1,  1861, 
until  I retired. 

Question. — What  were  the  general  duties  of  that  committee! 

Answer. — All  disbursements  of  the  company  passed  under  the  supervision, 
of  the  committee. 

Question. — Upon  what  vouchers  was  money  paid  out! 

Answer. — By  disbursing  agents  of  the  company. 

Question. — Was  it  necessary  for  the  board  to  take  action  in  payment  of 
moneys  ! 

Answer, — It  was  not, 

Question. — Where  are  the  debts  due  by  the  company  paid  ! 

Answer. — All  except,  the  expense  of  operating  are  paid  in  Philadelphia. 

Question. — Does  a voucher  accompany  all  drafts  made  by  the  disbursing 
agent  1 

Answer. — It  does. 

Question. — what  officer  of  the  company  are  these  bills  paid  ! 

Answer. — By  the  treasurer. 

Question. — Do  the  bills,  by  any  rule,  pass  the  action  of  any  committee  of 
the  board  of  directors  before  payment  1 , 

Answer. — The  bills  contracted  in  Philadelphia  go  to  the  Committee  on 
Accounts  ; beyond  the  city,  are  settled  on  vouchers  of  the  agents,  and  do  not 
pass  through  the  hands  of  any  committee. 

Question. — Are  all  the  moneys  of  the  company  deposited  in  particular 
places  1 

Answer. — They  are,  certainly. 

Question — ’Have  the  disbursing  agents  a right  to  draw  on  these  funds! 

Answer. — So  far  as  it  relates  to  their  particular  duty. 

Question.. — -Where  did  the  company  deposit  their  money  in  Pittsburg  last 
year  1 

Answer. — I cannot  saj^ ; don’t  know  the  hank. 

Question. — Would  a bank  where  your  funds  are  deposited  cash  a check 
drawn  by  your  president  or  vice  president  1 

Answer. — No,  sir  ; all  checks  must  be  signed  by  the  treasurer. 
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Question. — Would  the  treasurer  cash  a check  signed  by  such  officers  unless 
accompanied  by  a voucher  1 

Answer. — I never  knew  of  any  such  transaction. 

Question.- — Are  your  expenses  kept  under  a general  head,  or  are  they  spe- 
cified 1 

Answer.- — Under  special  headings,  viz  : — Freight  department,  canal  depart- 
ment, maintenance  of  way,  machine  shops,  &c.,  and  there  may  be  others. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  moneys,  authorized  or  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  paid  to  any  agent  or  agents  to 
secure  the  legislation  of  an  act  to  repeal  the  tonnage  tax  ! 

Answer. — I have  not. 

Question.- — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  person  connected  with  the 
company  giving  a written  stipulation,  in  the  event  certain  members  would 
favor  its  passage,  that  the  company  would  endorse  the  bonds  of  a certain 
railroad  company  1 
Answer. — 1 have  not. 

Question. — Do  you  know  anything  of  a writing,  executed  by  Thomas  A. 
Scott,  deposited  with  the  Attorney  General,  if  the  bill  became  a law  that  the 
company  would  pay  what  would  be  equal  to  fifty  per  cent,  upon  one  million 
five  hundred  thousand  dollars  1 

Answer. — 1 have  no  recollection  of  having  seen  or  heard  of  such  paper. 
Question.— Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  Pennsylvania  Central  railroad 
becoming  the  owners  of  any  stocks  of  other  corporations  in  Pennsylvania, 
since  first  January,  1S61. 

Answer. — 1 have  not. 

Question. — Was  there  any  money  used  by  the  company,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  secure  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax  1 
Answer. — l do  not  know  of  any. 

Question.— Has  anything  been  said,  at  any  time,  in  the  board  of  directors, 
in  regard  to  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax,  before  its  passage  1 
Answer. — There  were  many  conversations  in  regard  to  it. 

Question. — Can  you  recollect  any  particular  conversation  f 
Answer. — None  whatever. 

Question. — Was  there  any  arrangement  in  the  board  giving  the  charge  of 
the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax  to  any  special  person  1 
Answer. — None,  to  my  knowledge. 

Question. — Do  you,  or  do  you  not,  know  that  Mr.  Scott  was  at  Harrisburg, 
in  attendance  on  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature,  to  procure  the  repeal  of 
the  tonnage  tax  1 

Answer. — 1 know  Mr.  Scott  wras  at  Harrisburg  frequently,  looking  to  the 
interests  of  our  company  in  all  matters. 

Question. — Do  you  not  know  that  he  was  here  specially  for  the  purpose 
indicated  in  the  preceding  interrogatory '! 

Answer. — Unquestionably,  that  was  one  among  many  matters  he  was  at- 
tending to. 

Question. — Do  you  not  know  and  believe  that  Mr.  Scott  used  the  money 
of  the  company  to  obtain  that  repeal  '! 

Answer. — 1 have  no  knowledge  of  such  fact. 

Question. — Was  it  not  the  understanding  of  the  board  that  Mr.  Scott 
should  use  money  for  that  purpose,  if  necessary  1 
Answer. — Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question. — Do  you  not  know  that  it  was  the  understanding  of  the  board 
that  money  should  be  used  for  that  purpose  1 
Answer. — I do  not. 
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Question. — Do  you  know  of  the  company  having  any  other  agents  at  Har- 
srisburg  besides  Mr.  Scott  1 

Answer. — I have  no  such  knowledge. 

Question. — Could  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  have  expended  two 
hundred  thousand  dollars  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, without  your  knowledge  ! 

Answer. — I should  not  think  so. 

Question.— Could  they  have  expended  any  amount  for  that  purpose  with- 
out you  knowledge  ! 

Answer. — I should  think  there  could  not  be  any  large  amount  expended 
without  my  knowledge. 

Question. — Please  answer;  could  they  expend  any  amount,  large  or  small  ! 

Answer.— Not  that  I know  of. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  money  paid  to  an  editor  or 
editors  in  Pennsylvania  by  the  company  since  1st  January,  1861! 

Answer. — 1 do  not  know  of  any,  except  for  regular  advertising  and  sub- 
scription. 

Question. — What  other  subject  had  the  company  before  the  Legislature 
last  winter  besides  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax  ! 

Answer. — I have  no  knowledge  of  any. 

WASHINGTON  BUTCHER. 


S.  T.  Bodine,  sworn. 

Question. — Are  you  a member  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania railroad  company! 

Answer.— 1 am. 

Question. — Were  you  so  during  the  year  1S61  ! 

Answer. — 1 was. 

Question. — Do  all  the  accounts  for  expenditures  of  the  company  come 
under  the  supervision  of  the  committee! 

Answer. — 1 think  not. 

Question. — Do  the  agents  who  receive  the  moneys  of  the  company  deposit 
the  same  in  places  appointed  for  that  purpose! 

Answer. — My  impression  is,  they  do;  but  cannot  answer  positively. 

Question.— On  whose  drafts  or  orders  is  the  money  of  the  company  paid 
out  ! 

Answer. — 1 think  from  the  treasurer  entirely. 

Question. — Was  there  any  understanding  or  arrangement  by  the  board  of 
directors  in  regard  to  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax  at  the  last  session  of  the 
Legislature  ! 

Answer. — The  board  of  directors  directed  the  president  to  memorialize 
the  Legislature  to  repeal  that  law. 

Question. — Was  there  any  understanding  that  any  officer  or  agent  should 
attend  upon  the  Legislature  to  procure  that  repeal  1 

Answer. — Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question. — Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Scott,  vice  president,  did  not  attend 
the  last  session  of  the  Legislature  to  repeal  that  law! 

Answer. — I believe  Mr.  Scott  was  here,  and  that  was  part  of  his  business. 

Question. — Was  it  not  within  the  knowledge  of  the  board  of  directors  that 
he  was  here  for  that  purpose! 

Answer. — As  a board,  I think  not. 

Question. — What  powers  were  given  to  the  president  by  the  board  of  direc- 
tors to  procure  the  repeal  of  that  law ! 

Answer. — Nothing  more  than  a resolution. 


16 


Question. — Was  the  president  authorized  to  use  money,  by  the  board  of 
directors,  or  by  any  other  person,  to  procure  that  repeal! 

Answer. — Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question. — Do  you  know  or  believe  that  money  was  used  by  the  company, 
through  its  agents,  to  procure  the  repeal  of  that  law  ! 

Answer. — - 1 do  not  know  of  any,  nor  do  I believe  any  was  used,  over  ordi- 
nary expenses. 

Question. — Is  there  a secret  fund  appropriated  by  that  company  and  put 
under  the  charge  of  any  officer  or  agent  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  legisla- 
tion for  the  benefit  of  the  company! 

Answer. — Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question. — You  have  no  knowledge,  except  for  ordinary  expenses,  of  any 
money  being  used  in  any  manner  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax! 

Answer. — 1 have  not. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  arrangement  being  made  by 
the  president  or  directors,  or  any  of  them,  or  any  officer  or  agent  of  the 
company,  with  any  other  railroad  company,  by  which  the  bonds  or  securities 
of  that  company  were  to  be  endorsed,  guaranteed  or  purchased  by  the  Penn- 
sylvania railroad  company,  in  the  event  a law  was  passed  repealing  the  ton- 
nage tax  ! 

Answer. — I have  not. 

Question. — Was  there  not  an  arrangement  or  agreement  by  which  the 
Pennsylvania  railroad  company  were  to  endorse  a certain  amount  of  bonds 
of  the  North-Western  railroad  company,  now  the  Western  railroad  company, 
in  the  event  a law  was  passed  repealing  the  tonnage  tax! 

Answer. — 1 know  of  none  whatever. 

Question. — Do  you  know  anything  of  the  Bald  Eagle  and  Lock  Haven 
railroad  company! 

Answer. — i simply  know  the  company  by  name. 

Question. — Do  you  know  of  any  person,  either  officer  or  otherwise,  who 
purchased  any  of  the  stock  of  that  company,  or  agreed  to  purchase  any  stock 
of  that  compauy  from  any  person  connected  therewith,  before  the  passage  of 
the  law  repealing  the  tonnage  tax  ! 

Answer. — I do  not. 

Question. — Did  you  see  the  tonnage  tax  bill  before  it  was  introduced  into 
the  Legislature ! 

Answer. — 1 did  not. 

Question. — Did  you,  as  one  of  the  board  oQdirectors,  have  general  know- 
ledge of  the  provisions  of  the  bill  repealing  the  tonnage  tax! 

Answer.— I did  not. 

Question. — Were  you  aware,  before  the  introduction  of  the  bill,  what  its 
general  provisions  would  be  ! 

Answer. — I was  aware  of  none  whatever,  save  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage 
tax. 

Question. — Was  it  ever  talked  over,  among  the  directors,  what  provisions 
they  should  have  to  incorporate  into  the  bill  to  secure  its  passage  ! 

Answer. — The  features  of  the  bill  were  discussed  after  its  presentation, 
and  not  before. 

Question. — Who  got  up  that  bill ! 

Answer. — I cannot  answer  positively,  but  believe  Mr.  St.  G.  T.  Campbell 
aided  the  president  in  preparing  it. 

Question. — Did  the  president  prepare  the  bill  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
board  of  directors  ! 

Answer. — The  board  had  no  knowledge  of  it  until  after  its  presentation. 


17 


Question. — Did  the  president,  at  any  time,  in  connection  with  this  bill,  say 
anything  in  reference  to  having  the  company  relieved  from  any  tax  then 
past  due  ? 

Answer. — J.  do  not  remember  the  president  ever  having  said  anything 
about  it. 

Question. — At  any  time  was  there  anything  said  of  expending  an  amount 
equal  to  the  tonnage  tax  past  due  among  other  connecting  companies  to 
strengthen  the  passage  of  the  bill,  or  any  other  sum  1 

Answer. — Have  heard  it  spoken,  but  by  whom  cannot  say;  but  the  feature 
being  an  equitable  one,  it  was  thought  it  would  strengthen  the  passage  of 
the  bill. 

Question. — Do  you  know  of  any  man,  within  two  years  past,  using  the 
money  of  the  company  who  has  not  rendered  an  account  of  it  ? 

Answer. — None,  except  some  conductors,  who  were  displaced. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  money  paid  to  an  editor  or 
editors  in  Pennsylvania,  since  1st  January,  1861,  save  for  advertising  and 
subscription,  by  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  or  any  of  its  officers'? 

Answer. — I have  not. 

Question. — Do  you  know  whether  there  are  any  claims  made  upon  the 
company  by  persons  voting  for  the  passage  of  this  bill  repealing  the  tonnage 
tax  1 

Answer. — I know  of  none  whatever. 

Question. — Were  the  expenses  of  your  road  during  the  year  1861  greater 
than  in  1860  ? 

Answer. — They  were. 

Question. — Does  the  excess  of  expenses  of  1861  over  1S60  arise  entirely 
from  the  increase  of  freight  and  other  legitimate  business  of  the  road? 

Answer. — It  does. 

Question. — -Could  Mr.  Scott,  or  any  other  agent  of  the  company,  have  used 
any  amount  of  money  belonging  to  the  company  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  board  of  directors  ? 

Answer. — I know  of  no  way  in  which  it  could  be’  done. 

8AM U£L  T.  BODINE. 


Edmund  Smith,  sworn. 

Question — Are  you  the  secretary  of  the  Pennsylvania  Central  railroad 
company,  and  how  Jong? 

Answer. — 1 am,  and  have  been  since  1st  January,  1S61. 

Question. — What  are  the  general  duties  of  the  secretary? 

Answer. — To  attend  the  meetings  of  the  board,  and  also  the  meetings  of 
the  committees,  and  to  register  the  certificates  of  stock  issued  by  the  company. 

Question. — Was  there  at  any  time  since  the  1st  January,  1861,  any  propo- 
sition to  appropriate  money  before  the  board,  for  the  purpose  of  passing  the 
bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  duties  ? 

Answer. — There  was  not,  nor  before  that  time. 

Question.— You  have  no  knowledge  of  any  money  being  appropriated  by 
the  company  for  the  passage  of  that  bill  ? 

Answer. — I have  not. 

Question. — Was  there  any  officer  of  the  company  or  other  person  author- 
ized to  attend  the  Legislature,  at  Harrisburg,  for  that  purpose,  and  if  so,  who? 

Answer. — There  was  not. 

Question. — Do  you  know  whether  Tiros.  A.  Scott  did  or  did  not  attend  for 
the  purpose  of  the  passage  of  that  bill  ? 

Answer. — 1 know  Mr.  Scott  was  in  Harrisburg,  but  do  not  know  that  he 
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was  here  for  that  especial  purpose,  but  that  his  duties  here  were  those  per- 
taining to  his  office,  as  vice  president  of  the  company. 

Question. — You  have  no  knowledge  then  of  Mr.  Scott  being  here  to  pro- 
cure the  passage  of  that  bill  ! 

Answer. — I have  not. 

Question. — When  stocks  of  other  corporations  are  purchased  by  the  Penn- 
sylvania railroad  company,  is  it  your  duty  to  make  any  minutes  of  such 
transaction  ! 

Answer. — It  is  not— my  answer  should  be  qualified — unless  done  by  reso- 
lution of  the  board,  and  I accordingly  enter  it  on  the  minutes  of  their 
meeting. 

Question. — Were  there  any  certificates  of  stock  issued  or  transfer  of  stocks 
made  since  January  1,  18611 
Answer. — There  were. 

Question. — Could  you  state  to  whom  issued,  or  to  whom  made  1 
Answer. — I cannot. 

Question. — Have  you  a knowledge  of  any  certificate  of  stock  issued,  or 
transfer  of  stocks  made  to  any  officer  of  the  government,  or  any  member  of 
the  Legislature  of  1861,  or  officer  of  either  branch  1 
Answer. — I have  not. 

Question.— Do  you  know  of  any  money  paid  or  appropriated  to  any  editor 
or  editors  of  Pennsylvania,  except  for  subscription  and  advertising,  during  the 
year  186 1 1 

Answer. — I have  not. 

Question. — Was  the  bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax  ever  before  the 
board  of  directors  before  presented  to  the  House  1 
Answer. — It  never  was,  to  my  knowledge. 

Question. — Were  its  provisions  ever  discussed  before  the  board,  as  a body, 
or  as  individuals,  in  your  hearing,  whilst  pending  in  the  Legislature! 

Answer. — 1 do  not  recollect  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  that  particular 
bill,  but  I do  recollect  many  discussions  of  the  whole  subject  of  the  tonnage  tax. 

Question. — Was  the  provision  in  the  bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax, 
appropriating  eight  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  to  sundry  railroad 
companies,  ever  the  subject  of  discussion,  either  in  the  board  or  among  the 
individual  members,  in  your  hearing! 

Answer. — 1 do  not  think  it  was  in  the  board.  It  is  probable  that  it  was 
discussed  among  the  members  informally,  but  I cannot  recollect  any  particu- 
lar time  when  that  point  was  talked  about. 

Question  — Was  it  given  as  a reason,  by  those  individual  members  of  the 
board  who  discussed  the  subject,  that  such  a provision  in  the  bill  would 
strengthen  or  increase  the  chances  of  its  passage! 

Answer. — I do  not  recollect  that  it  was. 

Question. — Were  there  any  large  appropriations  of  money  made  by  the 
board  during  the  year  1861! 

Answer. — There  were  not. 

Question. — Who  was  the  disbursing  agent  at  Harrisburg  during  the  year 
1861,  or  on  whose  voucher  was  money  paid  1 

Answer. — The  vouchers  were  paid  by  the  treasurer  on  the  certificate  of 
the  general  superintendent,  countersigned  by  the  controller  and  auditor. 
Question. — Who  was  the  general  superintendent! 

Answer. — Enoch  Lewis,  living  at  Altoona. 

Question. — Wrho  has  charge  of  the  bills  and  vouchers  in  Philadelphia! 
Answer. — The  treasurer. 

Question. — W ho  was  the  disbursing  agent  at  Harrisburg  during  1861  1 
Answer. — I cannot  sav  ; all  moneys  are  p-Q  in  Phllade'phin. 

EDM  LAD  SMI  i H. 
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Geo.  David  Kosengarten,  sworn. 

Question. — What  relation  do  you  sustain  with  the  Pennsylvania  railroad 
company  \ 

Answer. — As  a director  of  the  road. 

Question. — Are  you  a member  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  board  1 

Answer. — 1 am  temporarily  chairman  of  it. 

Question. — Was  you  a member  of  that  committee  in  January,  1861 1 

Answer. — I was  and  have  been  since. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  money  appropriated  by  the 
company  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  the  passage  of  the  bill  to  repeal  the 
tonnage  tax'! 

Answer. — 1 have  not,  directly  or  indirectly. 

Question. — Was  the  subject  of  the  appropriation  of  eight  hundred  and 
fifty  thousand  dollars,  contained  in  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  ever,  in  your 
hearing,  the  subject  of  conversation  amongst  the  directors,  either  as  a body 
or  individuals  1 

Answer. — 1 was  present  in  the  board  when  the  bill  was  submitted  for  our 
adoption  or  rejection. 

Question. — Was  the  subject  of  this  feature  of  eight  hundred  and  fifty 
thousand  dollars  discussed  amongst  the  directors  before  the  bill  passed  the 
Legislature ! 

Answer. — 1 have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Question. — Do  you  know  if  there  was  any  money  paid  to  procure  the  pass- 
age of  the  bill 1 

Answer. — I have  not  the  remotest  knowledge  of  it. 

GEO.  D.  KOSENGARTEN. 

(Witness  discharged.) 

Wistar  Morris,  affirmed. 

Question. — What  relation  do  you  sustain  with  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  % 

Answer. — As  a director  and  member  of  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  and 
have  been  such  since  January  1,  1861. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  money  appropriated  or  agreed 
so  to  be  by  the  company,  or  any  officer  thereof,  to  procure  the  passage  of  the 
bill  to  repeal  the  tonnage  tax  ! 

Answer. — f know  of  no  such  appropriation,  or  any  money  being  used  for 
such  purpose. 

Question. — Was  there  any  one  authorized  to  attend  the  Legislature,  by  the 
company,  to  procure  the  passage  of  that  law  1 

Answer. — Not  for  that  purpose. 

Question. — Were  the  provisions  of  the  bill  the  subject  of  conversation  in 
your  presence  in  the  board  of  directors,  either  as  a body  or  as  individuals,  at 
any  time  during  its  pendency  before  the  Legislature! 

Answer. — 1 do  not  recollect  of  any  such  conversation. 

Question. — Was  the  particular  feature  in  the  bid  appropriating  eight  hun- 
dred and  fifty  thousand  dollars  to  sundry  railroad  companies,  the  subject  of 
conversation  among  the  members  of  the  board  in  your  hearing  1 

Answer. — It  was  not. 

Question. — How  often  do  the  members  of  the  board  go  to  the  office  T 

Answer. — Stated  meetings  of  the  board  are  held  every  other  week  ; I am 
there  averaging  five  days  in  a week. 

Question. — Are  you  so  familiar  with  the  details  of  the  business  of  the 
company,  and  its  expenses,  that  you  can  tell  the  correctness  of  all  the  vouchers 
laid  before  you  1 
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Answer. — As  a Committee  of  Accounts,  they  are  before  us  for  examination, 
and,  if  correct,  certify  to  them. 

Question. — As  a Committee  of  Accounts,  what  evidence  satisfy  you  of 
the  correctness  of  the  vouchers'? 

Answer. — On  the  certificate  of  the  officer  whose  department  were  supplied 
by  them. 

Question.. — Might  there  not  be  large  disbursements  of  money  made  for 
illegitimate  purposes,  certified  to  by  the  proper  officer,  and  passed  by  the 
Committee  on  Accounts  1 

'Answer. — There  could  not,  unless  on  false  vouchers. 

Question. — Supposing  A.  was  disbursing  officer  in  Harrisburg,  and  certified 
to  a false  account  of  wood,  how  can  the  committee  detect  the  imposition? 

Answer. — Supplies  of  that  kind  would  not  come  before  the  committee;  the 
bills  presented  to  us,  and  certified  to  by  the  proper  officer,  we  consider  suffi- 
cient evidence  of  correctness. 

Question.  — Who  furnished  you  the  vouchers  of  expenses  incurred  on  the 
road,  about  Harrisburg? 

Answer. — Such  vouchers  do  not  come  before  us. 

Question. — What  accounts  do  you  examine  ? 

Answer. — Office  accounts,  advertising  and  expenses  of  real  estate  in  the 
city;  the  expenses  of  the  running  of  the  road  do  not  come  before  us;  they 
belong  to  the  departments  of  controller  and  auditor. 

Question. — What  were  the  expenses  of  advertising  of  the  company,  from 
June,  I860,  to  June,  1861,  as  compared  with  other  years? 

Answer. — 1 do  not  recollect,  but  believe  they  would  not  vary  ten  per  cent, 
either  way. 

Question. — Who  is  the  auditor  of  the  company  ? 

Answer. — H.  J.  Lombsert,  of  Philadelphia. 

Question. — Have  you  a contingent  fund,  and  if  so,  what  is  the  ordinary 
annual  amount  of  that  fund? 

Answer. — 1 know  of  no  such  fund. 

Question. — Are  the  contingent  expenses,  like  all  other  vouchers,  drawn  out 
of  the  general  fund  ? 

Answer. — 1 do  not  know  of  any  such  account. 

WISTAR  MORRIS. 


Josiah  Bacon,  affirmed. 

Question. — What  relation  do  you  sustain  to  the  Pennsylvania  railroad 
company  ? 

Answer.— A director  and  member  of  the  Committees  on  Finance  and  Ac- 
counts ; of  the  former  since  March  last,  and  the  latter  previous  to  January  1, 
1861. 

Question.  — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  money  having  been  appro- 
priated or  used  by  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  or  any  of  its  officers, 
to  aid  the  passage  of  the  bill  to  repeal  the  tonnage  tax? 

Answer. — 1 have  not. 

Question. — Was  the  provisions  of  that  bill  the  subject  of  conversation  be- 
fore the  board,  either  as  a body  or  as  individuals,  in  your  hearing,  prior  to  its 
passage  ? 

Answer. — It  was  not  before  the  board  as  a body. 

Question.- — Was  that  particular  provision  appropriating  eight  hundred  and 
fifty  thousand  dollars  to  sundry  railroad  companies,  ever  the  subject  of  con- 
versation before  the  board,  as  a body  or  individuals,  in  your  hearing? 

Answer. — It  was  not  in  the  board,  and  may  have  been  talked  of  informally, 
but  do  not  remember  any  time. 
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Question. — Is  it  your  belief  that  that  provision  was  incorporated  in  the 
hill  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  its  chances  before  the  Legislature  1 
Answer. — I think  it  was. 

JOSIAH  BACON. 

(Witness  discharged.) 


THURSDAY,  February  31,  1862. 

Jacob  C.  Bomberger,  affirmed. 

Question  by  chairman. — What  position  do  you  hold  in  the  Mechanics’ 
Bank  of  Harrisburg  1 

Answer. — Cashier. 

Question  by  chairman. — Did  your  bank,  during  the  month  of  February, 
1861,  make  a loan,  or  an  advance  of  money,  amounting  to,  say  forty  thou- 
sand or  fifty  thousand  dollars,  to  any  individual  or  number  of  individuals! 

Answer. — We  did  not. 

Question  by  chairman. — What  was  the  largest  sum  loaned  to  any  individual 
or  individuals  during  that  month  ! 

Answer. — I cannot  say,  but  nothing  approximating  the  above  amount. 

Question  by  chairman. — Did  you,  in  the  months  of  January  or  xMarch,  make 
any  such  advance  ! 

Answer. — We  did  not. 

Question  by  chairman. — Please  state  whether,  during  the  months  of  Jan- 
uary, February  or  March,  1861,  Israel  Painter  obtained  from  your  bank,  either 
as  drawer,  endorser  or  guarantor,  any  sum  of  money,  and  if  so,  please  state 
what  amount  I 

Answer.— -Israel  Painter  had  a note  discounted  about  that  time,  amounting 
to  about  nine  hundred  dollars  ! 

J.  C.  BOMBERGER. 

Israel  Painter,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman.— State  to  the  committee  if  you  was  in  Harrisburg 
during  the  session  of  the  Legislature  of  1861  ! 

Answer. — 1 was. 

Question  by  chairman. — Do  you  know  of  any  agreement  on  the  part  of 
any  officer  or  agent  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  by  which  said 
company  or  its  officers  were  to  guarantee  the  bonds  of  the  North-Western 
railroad,  or  Western  Pennsylvania  railroad,  to  the  amount  of  four  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  more  or  less,  upon  condition  that  certain  members  of  the 
Legislature  would  vote  for  the  bill  to  repeal  the  tonnage  duties,  and  said  bill 
should  be  passed  by  the  Legislature! 

Answer. — T.  A.  Scott,  then  vice  president  of  the  Pennsylvania  Central 
railroad,  made  a proposition  in  writing  to  the  West  Pennsylvania  railroad 
company,  in  which  the  West  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  might  issue 
bonds,  to  the  amount  of  ten  thousand  per  mile,  on  their  road  intervening 
between  Blairsville,  Indiana  county,  and  the  town  of  Butler,  Butler  county, 
a distance  of  fifty-five  (5b)  miles;  these  bonds  to  be  secured  by  a first  mort- 
gage upon  this  portion  of  the  road,  and  the  Pennsylvania  company  were  to 
cash  seventy-five  per  cent,  of  them,  at  par,  being  seven  thousand  five  hundred 
dollars  per  mile.  It  may  be  proper  to  add,  that  this  mortgage  would  be  upon 
a graded  and  ballasted  road  for  thirty-five  miles,  between  Blairsville  and 
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Freeport,  and  that  upon  the  distance  of  twenty  miles,  between  Freeport  and 
Butler,  not  more  than  one  mile  is  graded,  and  that  Jno.  Edgar  Thomson, 
president  of  the  Pensylvania  railroad,  after  the  adjournment  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, declined  to  accede  to  or  carry  out  the  proposition,  in  so  far  as  it  related 
to  that  portion  of  the  road  between  Freeport  and  Butler,  and  that,  conse- 
quently, no  bonds  have  been  issued  and  no  money  received  from  the  Penn- 
sylvania railroad  company,  up  to  this  time,  for  any  portion  of  this  work.  1 
will  further  state,  that  the  proposition  made  by  T.  A.  Scott,  for  the  Pennsyl- 
vania railroad  company,  was  only  to  be  binding  in  the  event  of  the  bill  for 
the  commutation  of  tonnage  duties  becoming'  a law. 

I wish  to  amend  my  testimony  in  chief,  in  relation  to  the  value  of  the 
West  Pennsylvania  railroad  securities,  by  adding,  that  in  1859,  O.  W.  Barnes, 
Esq.,  came  into  a stockholders’  meeting,  at  the  Girard  House,  in  Philadelphia, 
and  said  he  was  authorized  by  J.  E.  Thomson,  president  of  Pennsylvania 
railroad,  to  offer  three  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  of  Pennsylvania 
railroad  stock  for  the  whole  of  the  then  North-Western  railroad.  A vote 
was  immediately  taken  upon  the  proposition,  and  a majority  of  the  share- 
holders decided  not  to  accept  the  offer.  I have  since  understood  Mr.  Thom- 
son to  say  he  had  authorized  Air.  Barnes  to  make  the  offer  at  that  time. 

Question  by  chairman. — What  would  have  been  the  probable  sum  that  the 
bonds  of  your  company  could  have  been  negotiated  for,  per  dollar  1 

Answer. — I understood  some  were  sold  in  Philadelphia  as  low  as  ten  or 
fifteen  cents  on  the  dollar,  after  the  road  was  sold.  The  subscription  made 
in  Philadelphia,  and  counties  along  the  line,  being  wiped  out,  their  value 
would  be  increased,  1 believe. 

Question  by  chairman.— At  the  time  this  agreement  was  entered  into  with 
Mr.  Scott,  is  it  your  belief  that  the  bonds  of  the  Western  Pennsylvania  rail- 
road company  could  have  brought,  in  the  market,  twenty-five  cents  on  the 
dollar! 

Answer. — I believe  not. 

Question  by  chairman. — What  reason  did  Mr.  Scott  assign  for  his  willing- 
ness to  enter  into  that  stipulation,  and,  if  any,  what  inducement  was  held 
out  by  the  North-Western  Pennsylvania  railroad  for  his  so  doing! 

Answer. — I suppose  he  expected  us  to  persuade  the  members  along  the 
region  through  which  the  road  would  pass  to  vote  for  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Question  by  chairman. — Did  you  communicate  to  any  member  of  the  Le- 
gislature, (1861,)  and  if  so,  to  whom,  the  subject  of  this  agreement  with  Mr. 
Scott ! 

Answer. — 1 think  I did  to  the  members  of  the  counties  of  Indiana,  Arm- 
strong, Butler  and  Lawrence. 

Question  by  chairman. — What  is  the  length  of  your  road  to  which  seven 
thousand  five  hundred  dollars  per  mile  was  to  be  applied  ! 

Answer. — Say  fifty-five  miles. 

Question. — Can  you  state  which  of  those  members  voted  for  the  repeal  of 
the  tonnage  tax ! 

Answer. — The  members  from  Indiana  and  Lawrence  voted  against  it;  the 
members  from  Armstrong  and  Butler  voted  for  it ; the  senator  from  Arm- 
strong voted  for  it ; does  not  remember  how  the  senator  from  Butler  voted. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  money  having  been  paid,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  to  any  member  of  either  branch  of  the  Legislature,  for 
voting  for  the  bill  to  repeal  the  tonnage  tax  1 

Answer. — 1 have  not. 

Question. — Do  you  know  of  any  money  being  paid  to  any  person  or  per- 
sons outside  of  the  Legislature,  for  their  influence  in  procuring  the  passage 
of  that  bill ! 
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Answer. — I do  not. 

Question. — Was  the  subject  of  that  feature  in  the  commutation  bill  which 
appropriated  to  sundry  railroad  companies  eight  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
dollars,  talked  of  in  your  hearing  by  any  officer  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad 
company  ; if  so,  by  whom  1 

Answer. — Yes;  I heard  it  talked  of  by  Mr.  Scott,  and,  I think,  several  of 
the  directors. 

Question. — Was  the  motive  assigned,  in  the  course  of  conversation,  for 
the  incorporation  of  that  feature,  and  if  so,  what  was  the  motive  ? 

Answer. — There  was;  one  was,  it  would  enable  the  Pennsylvania  railroad 
to  build  up  these  broken  down  roads,  to  become  feeders  to  their  own  road, 
and  that  the  Commonwealth  would  be  reimbursed  in  rise  of  property,  in  tax- 
tion,  for  this  eight  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  that  was  apparently 
taken  from  the  Treasury. 

Question. — Was  there  any  other  reason  assigned,  viz:  that  it  would  in- 
ciease  the  chances  of  the  passage  of  the  bill? 

Answer. — 1 have  no  doubt  that  that  was  part  of  the  object,  but  cannot 
remember  that  I heard  any  officer  of  the  road  speak  of  it. 

Question  by  Mr.  Crane. — The  bonds  you  speak  of  worth  ten  or  fifteen  per 
cent.,  were  they  bonds  that  were  secured  by  the  sale? 

Answer. — They  were  the  bonds  secured  by  the  mortgage  upon  which  the 
sale  was  made. 

Question. — When  was  the  road  sold  under  this  mortgage? 

Answer. — On  the  5th  of  July,  ] 859. 

Question. — Did  the  bondholders  buy  in  the  road  ? 

Answer. — They  did. 

Question — Were  they  to  be  new  bopds  that  the  company  proposed  to  issue? 

Question  withdrawn. 

Question. — What  was  the  nature  of  the  credit  that  the  Pennsylvania  rail- 
road company  proposed  to  give  the  Western  Pennsylvania  railroad  company? 

Answer. — They  proposed  to  advance  the  money  at  the  rate  of  seven  thou- 
sand five  hundred  dollars  per  mile,  and  the  company  to  execute  a mortgage 
to  trustees  for  ten  thousand  dollars  per  mile  on  their  entire  length  of  road 
between  Blairsville  and  Butler;  seventy-five  per  cent,  of  the  ten  thousand 
dollars  was  to  be  taken  by  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  at  par. 

Question  by  chairman. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  a loan  or  accommo- 
dation of  money  from  a banker  or  otherwise,  amounting  from  twenty  thou- 
sand to  fifty  thousand  dollars,  about  the  months  of  January,  February  or 
March  last  ? 

Answer. — I have  no  personal  knowledge,  nor  heard  any  officer  of  the  com- 
pany mention  it. 


ISRAEL  PAINTER. 


Edward  Scull,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — State  to  the  committee  if  you  have  any  knowledge 
of  any  money  paid  to  any  members  of  either  branch  of  the  last  Legislature, 
to  procure  the  passage  of  the  bill  to  repeal  the  tonnage  tax  ? 

Answer. — I have  not. 

ED.  SCULL. 


James  Burns,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Were  you  at  Harrisburg  during  the  session  of  1861, 
pending  the  passage  of  the  bill  to  repeal  the  tonnage  tax? 

Answer. — 1 was  part  of  the  time. 
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Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  money  paid  to  any  member 
of  either  branch  of  that  Legislature,  to  secure  the  passage  of  that  bill  1 

Answer. — I have  not. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  money  paid  to  any  one  out- 
side of  the  Legislature,  for  the  purpose  of  influencing  the  passage  of  the 
billl 

Answer. — 1 have  not. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  any  officer  or  agent  of  the 
Pennsylvania  railroad  company  in  reference  to  that  provision  of  the  bill 
which  appropriates  eight  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  to  sundry  rail- 
road companies. 

Answer. — I have  not,  except  a general  conversation  in  regard  to  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill. 

Question  by  Mr.  Kyon. — Was  there,  or  was  there  not,  any  money  used, 
that  you  know  of,  to  influence  the  passage  of  that  bill  1 

Answer. — Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question. — Were  you  employed  by  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  to 
assist  in  the  passage  of  the  bill  1 

Answer. — I was  not ; I was  publicly  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  the  bill  1 

JAMES  BURNS. 


Jacob  Ziegler,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — State  whether  you  was  in  attendance  in  Harris- 
burg last  session,  pending  the  passage  of  the  bill  to  repeal  the  tonnage  tax'? 

Answer. — I was. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  money  having  been  paid  any 
member  of  either  branch  of  the  Legislature,  for  their  votes  in  favor  of  the 
passage  of  that  billl 

Answer. — 1 have  not. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  a writing  having  been  given  by 
Thomas  A.  Scott,  vice  president  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  by 
which  it  was  stipulated  that  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  would  en- 
dorse the  bonds  of  the  West  Pennsylvania  railroad,  or  purchase  said  bonds, 
in  the  event  of  the  tonnage  tax  being  repealed  1 

Answer. — I have  a knowledge  of  a paper  of  that  kind.  I can’t  say  as  to 
the  purchase  of  the  bonds  ; my  recollection  is  as  to  the  endorsement. 

Question. — State  about  what  amount  of  bonds  were  to  be  guaranteed  or 
purchased  1 

Answer. — I think  that  it  was  approximating  to  about  eight  thousand  dol- 
lars per  mile,  or  four  hundred  thousand  dollars  for  the  whole  road. 

Question. — Was  it  the  understanding  between  Mr.  Scott  and  the  persons 
connected  with  the  West  Pennsylvania  railroad,  that  any  of  the  members  of 
the  Legislature  were  to  vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax,  in  considera- 
tion of  the  stipulation  on  his  parti 

Answer. — Of  that  fact  I have  no  knowledge. 

Question. — Was  the  fact  of  the  stipulation  as  to  the  endorsement  of  the 
bonds  communicated  to  any  of  the  members  of  the  Legislature,  and  if  so,  to 
whom  1 

Answer. — It  was  communicated  to  Messrs.  Robinson  and  Graham,  mem- 
bers  from  Butler  county. 

Question. — By  whom  1 

Answrer. — By  Mr.  Samuel  Purviance,  according  to  my  recollection. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  Messrs.  Robinson  and  Graham 
in  reference  to  guaranteeing  the  bonds  1 
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Answer. — We  had  frequent  conversations. 

Question. — From  those  conversations  is  it  your  belief  that  those  gentlemen 
voted  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax  on  account  of  said  proposed  guarantee! 

Answer. — I think  so. 

Question. — Had  you,  during  the  session,  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Scott, 
or  any  agent  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  in  reference  to  the  ap- 
propriation of  eight  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  to  sundry  railroad 
companies  1 

Answer. — I had  not,  and  I wish  to  put  to  that  question,  too,  nor  upon  the 
subject  of  the  guaranteeing  of  the  bonds. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  money  being  paid  to  any  one 
outside  of  the  Legislature,  or  editor  of  a newspaper  in  Pennsylvania,  to  pro- 
cure the  passage  of  the  bill  ! 

Answer. — 1 have  not. 

J.  ZIEGLER. 


TUESDAY  EVENING,  Mahch  4. 


Charles  W.  Ashcom,  affirmed. 

Question  by  the  chairman. — Were  you  a member  of  the  Legislature  of 
18611 

Answer. — 1 was. 

Question. — Please  state,  if  you  know,  who  were  the  contractors  of  the 
Bedford  railroad,  for  gradingl 

Answer.— The  original  contractors  were  Collins,  Dull  & Co. 

Question. — What  was  to  be  price  of  grading  of  said  road,  and  in  what  man- 
ner to  be  paid. 

Answer. — I was  not  a director  at  that  time,  and  cannot  positively  state, 
but  believe  the  amount  to  be  from  sixty-one  thousand  to  sixty-two  thousand 
dollars  ; the  points  to  be  graded  lie  between  Hopewell  and  Bloody  Run  ; it 
may  have  been  sixty-four  thousand  dollars.  The  contractors  agreed  to  take 
Sunbury  and  Erie  railroad  company  for  fifty  thousand  dollars  in  part  pay- 
ment. 

Question. — Was  the  work  abandoned  by  the  contractors  before  completion  1 

Answer. — It  was. 

Question. — Did  the  contractors  receive  any  portion  of  the  Sunbury  and 
Erie  bonds  or  securities! 

Answer. — The  contractors  admitted  to  me  that  they  did  receive  from  that 
company  to  the  amount  of  fifty  thousand  dollars. 

Question. — Did  the  contractors  make  any  other  claim  upon  the  Bedford 
railroad  company,  and  if  so,  what! 

Answer. — Upon  the  final  settlement  of  their  work  they  claimed  six  thou- 
sand dollars  and  over. 

Question  — Did  the  then  existing  board  accede  to  their  demand  ! 

Answer. — They  did  not. 

Question. — Did  the  president  of  the  Sunbury  and  Erie  railroad  company 
assign  any  number  of  shares  of  stock  to  the  friends  of  the  contractors,  and 
give  to  the  contractors  proxies,  to  enable  them  to  elect  a sufficient  number  of 
directors  to  control  the  action  of  the  board  of  the  Bedford  railroad  1 

Answer. — I believe  they  did. 
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Question. — Did  the  contractors  succeed  in  electing  a board  composed  of 
their  own  friends  1 

Answer. — The  majority  of  them  were. 

Question. — Did  the  board  thus  elected  give  to  the  contractors  a judgment 
tor  six  thousand  dollars,  or  thereabouts  ? 

Answer.— Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question. — Did  they  give  them  an  obligation,  in  writing,  to  that  amount'? 

Answer. — Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.— Did  the  president  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  pay, 
or  agree  to  pay,  any  part  of  the  claim  of  six  thousand  dollars,  as  made  by 
the  contractors  upon  the  Bedford  railroad  company,  and  if  so,  how  much  ? 

Answer. — 1 do  not  know  that  the  president  did  so  agree,  but  I understood 
that  the  vice  president  had  agreed  to  pay  three  thousand  dollars. 

Question. — From  whom  did  you  derive  that  information  ? 

Answer. — From  the  Hon.  S.  L.  Russell,  of  Bedford. 

Question. — What  reason  did  Mr.  Russell  give  or  assign  for  this  agreement 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Scott,  vice  president  of  Pennsylvania  railroad  ? 

Answer. — I cannot  recollect  that  he  did  give  any  reason. 

Question. — State  in  what  manner  the  balance  of  the  six  thousand  dollars, 
claimed  by  the  contractors  of  the  Bedford  railroad  company,  was  arranged  1 

Answer. — 1 cannot  speak  of  my  own  knowledge,  but  believe  it  was  arranged 
by  giving  paper,  endorsed  by  responsible  parties  in  Bedford  county. 

Question. — State,  if  you  know,  who  were  the  endorsers  of  that  paper,  or 
any  of  them  1 

Answer. — 1 cannot  remember  distinctly,  but  think  Mr.  Russell  and  Mr. 
Schell  were  two  of  them,  f gave  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  myself  to- 
wards paying  the  three  thousand  dollars  by  subscriptions  to  stock. 

Question. — Were  you  a stockholder  in  the  Bedford  railroad  company  in 
February,  1861? 

Answer. — I was  not. 

Question. — Did  the  president  or  vice  president  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad 
company  agree  or  stipulate  to  advance  to  the  Bedford  railroad  company,  in 
cash  or  materials,  or  both,  any  amount  of  money,  and  if  so,  how  much  ? 

Answer. — I do  not  know  of  anything  beyond  the  provisions  of  the  bill, 
except  from  hearsay. 

Question. — How  was  the  vice  president  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  to  be 
reimbursed  for  the  payment  of  the  three  thousand  dollars,  as  guaranteed  by 
him  ? 

Answer. — He  was  to  be  indemnified  by  the  bonds  of  the  Bedford  railroad 
company. 

Question. — What  were  the  bonds  of  the  Bedford  railroad  company  worth 
in  February,  1861? 

Answer. — They  had  at  that  time  issued  no  bonds,  and  cannot  say  what 
they  would  have  been  worth. 

Question. — Did  you  vote  for  the  bill  for  the  commutation  of  tonnage  du- 
ties ? 

Answer.— I did. 

Question. — Were  you  induced  thus  to  vote,  on  account  of  the  distributive 
share  that  the  Bedford  railroad  company  would  be  entitled  to  receive  by  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  to  commute  the  tonnage  tax? 

Answer. — I was  not,  but  was  induced  to  vote  for  it  in  obedience  to  the 
wishes  of  my  constituents  of  Bedford  county. 

Question. — Did  those  gentlemen  who  wrote  you  on  the  subject  give  as  a 
reason  why  you  should  vote  for  the  bill,  that  the  Bedford  railroad  company, 
or  the  people  of  Bedford  county,  would  be  benefitted  by  the  provisions  of 
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the  bill,  by  which  the  Bedford  railroad  company  would  receive  her  distribu- 
tive share  of  the  eight  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars'? 

Answer. — Some  of  them  did. 

Question. — From  the  correspondence  of  your  constituents,  on  the  subject 
of  the  passage  of  the  bill,  is  it  your  belief  that  they  would  have  urged  or 
advised  you  to  vote  for  its  passage,  had  it  not  been  for  the  pecuniary  aid  the 
Bedford  railroad  company  was  to  receive  under  its  provisions? 

Answer. — 1 believe  a great  number  were  in  favor  of  the  repeal,  irrespective 
of  any  pecuniary  advantage,  and  have  no  doubt  a great  many  others  were 
influenced  by  the  provisions  of  the  bill. 

Question. — At  what  time  did  Mr.  Scott  assume  to  pay  the  three  thousand 
dollars;  before  or  after  the  passage  of  the  bill? 

Answer. — I think  it  was  after. 

Question. — Was  there  any  understanding  between  any  officer  or  agent  of 
the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  and  you,  that  you  were  to  vote  for  the 
commutation  bill,  provided  the  Bedford  railroad  company  would  be  included 
in  the  distribution  of  the  eight  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars? 

Answer. — There  was  not. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  member  of  either  branch  of 
the  Legislature  having  received  any  money,  gift,  or  promise  of  money  or 
gift,  directly  or  indirectly,  for  voting  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  duties? 

Answer. — I have  not. 

CHAS.  W.  ASHCOM. 


WEDNESDAY,  March  5,  1862. 


Peter  F.  Eilenberger,  sworn. 

Question  by  the  chairman. — Were  you  a member  of  the  Legislature  in 
1861? 

Answer. — I was. 

Question. — Did  the  people  of  Northampton  county,  or  any  portion  of 
them,  hold  a county  meeting,  prior  to  your  election  as  a member,  in  1860,  at 
which  resolutions  were  passed  against  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax  paid 
by  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company? 

Answer. — Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question. — Did  the  people  of  Northampton  county  hold  a county  meeting 
or  convention,  at  which  a resolution  was  passed,  instructing  their  senator 
and  representatives  (prior  to  the  passage  of  the  bill  to  repeal  the  tonnage 
tax)  to  vote  against  its  repeal  ? 

Answer. — At  a meeting  held  to  elect  delegates  to  the  Democratic  conven- 
tion, held  at  Harrisburg,  February,  1861,  1 understood  there  was  such  a 
resolution  passed.  This  was  some  days  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Question. — Did  you  receive  a manuscript  copy  of  those  proceedings,  or 
through  the  medium  of  a newspaper,  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  bill  ? 

Answer. — I did  not  receive  any  copy,  but  did  see  them  published  in  a 
weekly  newspaper,  a few  days  before  the  bill  passed. 

Question.— Did  you,  before  your  election  and  afterwards,  avow  yourself  to 
sundry  persons  opposed  to  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax,  or  either  ! 

Answer. — I have  no  recollection  of  any  conversation  of  that  kind. 

Question.— Did  you  write  to  any  of  your  constituents,  pending  the  passage 
of  the  bill,  that  you  would  vote  against  it ! 


28 


Answer. — I have  no  recollection  of  so  doing. 

Question. — Do  you  know  of  any  member  of  the  Legislature  having  re- 
ceived any  money,  gift,  promise  of  money,  gift  or  stocks,  in  consideration  of 
their  vote  to  repeal  the  tonnage  tax'? 

Answer. — I do  not. 

Question. — State  what  induced  you  to  vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage 
tax,  in  view  of  your  instructions  to  vote  against  it  1 

Answer. — I voted  for  the  bill,  believing  it  to  be  just  and  right  and  of  benefit 
to  the  State.  As  to  instructions,  I did  not  receive  any  ; and  those  alluded  to 
I did  not  consider  the  sentiment  of  the  people  of  my  district. 

Question. — Is  it  your  belief,  from  all  the  information  you  had  upon  the 
subject,  that  a majority  of  your  people  were  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  the 
bill! 

Answer. — I believe  the  majority  were  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

P.  F.  EILENBERGER. 


WEDNESDAY  EVENING,  March  5,  1862. 

A.  W.  Leisenring,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — State  if  you  are  the  cashier  of  the  Mauch  Chunk 
Bank  ! 

Answer.— I am. 

Question. — Do  you  know  P.  F.  Eilenberger  and  Wm.  H.  Butler! 

Answer. — 1 do. 

Question. — Had  you  at  any  time  previous  to  the  election  in  October,  1860, 
or  between  that  time  and  the  passage  of  the  bill  by  the  Legislature  repealing 
the  tonnage  tax  paid  by  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  any  conversa- 
tion with  either  the  above  named  gentlemen  on  the  subject  of  their  support- 
ing the  said  bill ! 

Answer. — I had  with  Mr.  Eilenberger,  but  do  not  think  I had  with  Mr. 
Butler. 

Question. — State  what  the  substance  of  that  conversation  was,  and  where 
it  occurred  ! 

Answer. — I asked  him  how  he  felt  on  the  subject  of  the  passage  of  the 
bill;  it  occurred  on  the  railroad  between  Mauch  Chunk  and  Summit  Hill;  I 
think  it  was  in  the  month  of  July;  I mean  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax. 

Question. — What  did  he  say!  Was  he  for  it  or  against  it! 

Answer. — He  said  he  did  not  know — had  not  thought  of  it. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Eilenberger  on  the  subject 
of  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax,  after  the  Legislature  met! 

Answer. — I think  not. 

Question. — Did  you  use  your  influence  with  Mr.  Eilenberger  in  the  course 
of  your  conversation  with  him  in  July,  to  induce  him  to  vote  for  the  bill! 

Answer.— 1 did  not. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  money,  check,  or  gift  of  any 
kind  being  given  or  offered  to  any  member  of  the  Legislature,  for  the  support 
of  the  bill  for  the  commutation  of  the  tonnage  duties! 

Answer. — 1 have  not. 

Question. — Did  you  in  any  manner  assist  in  securing  the  passage  of  said 
bill ! 

Answer. — I spoke  in  favor  of  it  to  a number. 
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Question. — State  to  whom,  if  you  remember  1 

Answer.— 1 spoke  to  Hillman,  of  Luzerne,  1 think,  to  Cope,  of  Northamp- 
ton, Leisenring,  of  Philadelphia;  I think  a gentleman  by  the  name  of  Walker, 
from  Wayne;  1 am  not  positive  of  the  latter.  » 

Question. — Did  you  hold  out  to  those  gentlemen,  or  any  one  else,  any  pe- 
cuniary inducement  to  support  the  bill  1 

Answer. — I did  not. 

Question. — Did  you  during  the  session  of  1861,  or  since,  cash  any  check, 
or  draft,  or  acceptance  in  favor  of  any  member  of  the  Legislature  of  that 
session  1 

Answer. — 1 did  not  cash  any  check  or  acceptence,  but  collected  one  for 
Wm.  H.  Butler. 

Question. — Whose  acceptance  was  that  1 

Answer. — 1 do  not  remember  the  name  ; its  amount  was  less  than  one 
hundred  dollars,  and  done  within  the  last  two  or  three  months. 

A.  W.  LEISENRING. 


Augustus  L.  Ruhe,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Are  you  the  editor  and  proprietor  of  the  Allen- 
town Democrat  1 

Answer. — I am  assistant  editor  and  proprietor. 

Question. — Were  you  applied  to  during  the  session  of  the  Legislature  of 
1861,  to  publish  in  your  paper  an  article  or  articles  in  favor  of  the  bill  for 
the  commutation  of  the  tonnage  duties,  or  in  defence  of  the  vote  of  the  sen- 
ator from  your  district  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  said  billl 

Answer. — We  were  not  applied  to,  to  publish  any  articles  in  favor  of  the 
bill,  but  we  were  requested  to  publish  the  bill  and  defend  Mr.  Schindel  in 
his  vote  for  the  bill,  if  he  should  vote  for  it.  The  request  was  made  the  day 
before  the  passage  of  the  bill.  It  was  said,  at  the  same  time,  that  Mr. 
ISchindel  would  vote  for  the  bill. 

Question.— By  whom  was  that  request  made  1 

Answer. — By  Mr.  Fuller,  of  Catasauqua,  Lehigh  county. 

Question. — What  pecuniary  compensation,  if  any,  did  Mr.  Fuller  propose 
for  the  services  above  referred  to,  and  what  conversation  did  you  have  with 
Mr.  Fuller  on  the  subject  1 

Answer. — He  asked  me  if  I had  seen  Mr.  Schindel  the  previous  Sunday, 
and  1 told  him  I had,  and  conversed  with  him  on  different  subjects.  1 told 
him  Schindel  and  I were  sitting  on  the  right  side  of  the  room  ; on  the  oppo- 
site side  a poster  was  stuck  up,  for  the  call  of  a meeting  to  denounce  Mr. 
Butler,  from  Carbon  county,  for  his  vote  on  this  bill,  and  if  he  (Schindel) 
would  vote  for  the  bill  he  would  be  served  in  like  manner.  Fuller  replied 
that  he  was  a “damned”  old  fool  ; he  (Schindel)  came  down  here  twice,  to 
talk  to  you  printers  about  this  tonnage  bill,  and  had  not  the  courage  to  do  it. 
Fuller  invited  me  into  another  room,  and  said  he  had  something  to  commu- 
cate,  but  I had  to  promise  to  keep  it  a secret.  I told  him  I could  not  do  it, 
until  1 heard  what  he  had  to  propose.  He  then  drew  a paper  from  his  pocket, 
the  “yeas  and  nays”  of  the  Senate,  which  was  marked,  I think,  18  yeas,  15 
nays,  for  the  passage  of  the  bill.  He  said,  I want  you  to  publish  the  bill.  I 
said,  we  would  do  that;  and  he  further  said,  we  would  have  to  sustain  Mr. 
Schindel,  if  he  should  vote  for  the  bill.  I told  him  that  was  a thing  we 
could  not  do  ; that  we  were  determinedly  opposed  to  the  bill,  and  the  people 
of  Lehigh  county  were  almost  unanimously  opposed  to  the  bill.  He  then 
said,  I will  give  you  one  thousand  dollars  if  you  would  sustain  Mr.  Schindel, 
1 told  him  that  it  was  a thing  we  could  not  do,  and  there  was  no  use  to  talk 
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about  it.  He  argued  for  some  time,  and  I told  him  there  was  no  use  of 
talking  any  further  about  it ; that  1 would  not  do  it.  He  said,  why  can’t 
you  do  it!  I have  been  to  the  “Patriot,”  and  the  “ Register,  ” and  the 
“ Friedensbote,”  papers  published  in  Allentown,  Lehigh  county,  and  they  all 
engaged  to  enter  into  the  arrangement.  I mean  to  say,  that  they  agreed  to 
sustain  Mr.  Schindel.  He  then  said,  why  can’t  you  do  the  same  as  they  ! 
1 told  him  that  we  had,  in  almost  every  paper,  published  articles  against  the 
passage  of  the  bill.  He  said,  the  two  Republican  papers  had,  before  the 
election,  been  opposed  to  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax.  1 said,  that  they 
might  do  so,  but  I cannot.  He  then  proposed  to  give  us  fifteen  hundred  dol- 
lars. 1 said,  why  is  it  that  you  want  us  to  do  this  ! He  answered,  that  he 
did  not  care  so  much  about  the  German  papers  as  he  did  us,  as  they  circulated 
principally  among  the  Germans,  and  they  did  not  understand  the  bill,  and  he 
did  not  like  to  see  any  articles  go  abroad  against  Mr.  Schindel.  I told  him 
I could  do  nothing  further  until  1 had  consulted  my  partner.  I then  went 
into  the  office  and  told  my  partner  the  conversation  we  had  had.  My  part- 
ner, Mr.  Haines,  immediately  saw  Mr.  Fuller,  and  in  a few  moments  I went 
out  and  joined  them.  Mr.  Haines  then  left  us  and  went  back  to  the  office. 
1 then  said,  Mr.  Fuller,  we  can’t  go  into  this  arrangement;  there  is  no  use  in 
talking  about  it.  He  then  said,  it  is  strange  we  can’t  get  an  understanding 
here.  I replied,  I could  not  help  it.  He  said,  if  I get  Mr.  Weiser  to  go  into 
it,  will  you  1 1 said  I would  consider  about  it,  if  he  succeeded  with  Mr. 

Weiser.  He  told  me  Mr.  Weiser  was  in  Philadelphia.  1 then  said,  we  will 
drop  the  whole  matter — you  go  to  Harrisburg  and  I will  stay  at  home.  He 
insisted  on  my  going  to  Philadelphia  with  him,  and  I did  go.  I did  not  see 
Weiser  in  Philadelphia,  and  he  told  me  he  had  not  seen  him.  I met  Mr. 
Fuller  the  next  day,  by  accident,  in  front  of  the  State  House.  He  then  pro- 
posed to  give  two  thousand  dollars,  and  1 received  from  him  that  amount.  1 
then  went  home  and  made  it  known  to  a few  confidential  friends,  and,  upon 
consultation,  we  agreed  to  denounce  Mr.  Schindel  and  keep  the  money — and 
we  done  so,  denouncing  Mr.  Schindel  harder  than  we  had  done  Air.  Butler. 

Question. — Did  he,  at  any  time,  in  your  interviews,  offer  to  pay  you  this 
money  in  the  shape  of  a check! 

Answer. — Never. 

Question. — Did  Mr.  Fuller  tell  you  what  he  had  paid  the  other  editors! 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

Question. — Did  A'lr.  Fuller  tell  you  for  whom  he  was  acting,  or  who  fur- 
nished the  money  ! 

Answer. — He  did  not.  He  said  Air.  Schindel  would  make  a good  thing  of 
it,  and  he  would  as  leave  see  him  get  it  as  any  body  else. 

Question. — What  did  Mr.  Schindel  say  to  you,  in  the  course  of  your  con- 
versation, on  the  Sunday  referred  to  above! 

Answer. — He  said  lie  would  not  vote  for  it. 

Question. — Did  Mr.  Schindel,  during  the  pendency  of  this  bill  before  the 
Legislature,  write  to  you  on  the  subject,  prior  to  its  passage,  or  to  any  one 
whom  you  know  of! 

Answer. — He  did  not,  nor  any  one,  that  I know  of. 

Question  by  Mr.  Crane. — What  were  you  to  do  for  that  two  thousand 
dollars ! 

Answer. — We  were  to  publish  the  bill  and  sustain  Mr.  Schindel  in  his 
vote  1 

Question. — What  did  you  do,  in  pursuance  of  the  agreement  ! 

Answer. — A\re  published  the  bill  and  denounced  Air.  Schindel. 

Question. — Did  you  publish  the  bill  in  pursuance  of  that  agreement,  or 
would  you  have  done  it  otherwise ! 
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Answer. — We  wouid  have  published  it  the  following  week,  had  Mr.  Fuller 
not  come  down. 

Question. — Do  you  know  if  that  money  belonged  to  any  person  but  Mr, 
Fuller  1 

Answer. — 1 cannot  tell. 

Question. — Will  you  send  a copy  of  your  editorial,  denouncing  Mr.  Schin- 
del,  to  the  chairman  of  this  committee! 

Answer. — 1 have  a copy  of  my  paper,  and  will  leave  it  with  you  now. 

A.  L.  RUHE. 


FRIDAY,  March  7,  1S62. 


James  W.  Fuller,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — State  whether  you  were  in  Harrisburg  during  th.e 
session  of  1861,  whilst  the  bill  to  repeal  the  tonnage  tax  was  pending!  • 

Answer. — 1 was,  part  of  the  time. 

Question. — Were  you  requested  by  any  officer,  or  any  person  connected 
with  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  to  use  your  influence  to  procure  the 
passage  of  that  bill! 

Answer. — I was  not,  to  the  best  of  my  belief. 

Question. — Was  you  requested  by  any  other  person  to  use  your  influence 
to  procure  its  passage,  and  if  so,  by  whom  ! 

Answer. — I do  not  know  that  1 was. 

Question. — Did  you  use  your  influence  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  the  bill  l 

Answer. — 1 did  somewhat. 

Question. — Did  you,  at  any  time,  pay  to  any  member  'of  the  Legislature 
any  money,  or  other  valuable  property,  for  their  support  or  vote  for  the  bill ! 

Answer.— 1 did  not. 

Question. — Do  you  know  of  any  money,  gift  or  promise  of  money  being 
made,  or  paid,  to  any  member  of  the  Legislature,  for  their  support  of  the 
bill! 

Answer. — 1 do  not. 

Question. — Did  you  pay  to  any  editor  or  editors  any  money,  to  induce  him 
or  them  to  advocate  or  defend  the  bill  for  the  commutation  of  the  tonnage 
duties;  and  if  so,  who! 

Answer.— I did  pay  Mr.  Ruhe,  of  the  Allentown  Democrat,  money. 

Question. — How  much  ! 

Answer. — Two  thousand  dollars,  to  publish  the  bill  and  printed  arguments, 
which  1 had  with  me,  setting  forth  reasons  why  the  bill  should  pass.  He 
promised  to  advocate  its  passage  and  sustain  senator  Sc-hindel,  if  he  should 
vote  for  it. 

Question. — By  whom  were  those  arguments  prepared! 

Answer. — I cannot  tel!. 

Question. — At  whose  instance  did  you  go  to  see  Mr.  Ruhe! 

Answer. — Senator  Schindel,  of  the  Lehigh  and  Northampton  district,  re 
quested  me  to  go. 

Question. — By  whom  was  the  above  two  thousand  dollars  furnished  1 

Answer. — By  myself. 

Question. — Have  you  been  reimbursed  for  that  money  : and  if  so,  by  whom  ! 

Answer. — ! have  net,  as  yet. 


32 


Question. — Did  you  expect  to  be  reimbursed,  and  if  so,  by  whom  1 

Answer. — I have  no  source  from  which  I can  claim  or  expect  to  be  repaid. 

Question. — Was  there  any  understanding,  at  any  time,  between  you  and 
any  other  person,  that  you  were  to  be  reimbursed  that  amount,  or  any  part  of 
it,  and  if  so,  whom  1 

Answer. — I had  no  understanding  of  that  kind  with  any  one. 

Question. — State  what  induced  you  to  pay  out  of  your  own  funds  two 
thousand  dollars  for  the  purposes  indicated  in  the  preceding  interroga- 
tories 1 

Answer. — in  the  first  place,  [ was  friendly  to  the  bill  ; in  the  second  place, 
1 wanted  to  make  some  political  capital  for  myself  and  Republican  party  in 
my  legislative  and  senatorial  district.  The  Democratic  party  in  the  cam- 
paign of  1860  made  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax  an  issue.  This  paper,  the 
Allentown  Democrat,  was  the  cause,  more  than  from  any  other  source,  of  that 
issue  being  made.  That  paper  opposed  the  repeal.  It  circulated  a report 
that  two  thousand  dollars  had  been  sent  into  the  Carbon  and  Lehigh  legisla- 
tive district  by  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  to  elect  members  who 
would  vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax.  The  Democratic  county  con- 
ventions instructed  their  candidates  to  vote  against  its  repeal.  I thought  that 
I would  be  making  political  capital  if  1 could  get  those  members  to  vote  for 
the  repeal,  and  to  get  the  Allentown  Democrat  to  favor  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Question. — State  whether  the  Republican  papers  of  Lehigh  county  were 
opposed  or  in  favor  of  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax  prior  to  the  election  of 
1860. 

Answer. — I do  not  think  they  opposed  or  advocated  the  repeal,  but  denied 
that  the  Republican  candidates  to  the  Legislature  were  in  favor  of  the  repeal; 
also  denied  that  money  was  sent  into  the  district  by  the  Pennsylvania  rail- 
road company. 

Question. — Did  you  pay  or  agree  to  pay  any  Republican  editor  in  Allen- 
town any  money  or  other  valuable  consideration  for  their  publication  of  the 
bill  and  documents  mentioned  as  above,  and  their  advocacy  of  the  bill  for 
the  commutation  of  the  tonnage  duties,  or  their  defence  of  Senator  Schindell 

Answer. — I paid  the  “ Lehigh  Register,”  “ Lehigh  Patriot,”  for  publish- 
ing the  bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax,  and  the  printed  documents  f 
mentioned  before,  their  regular  price  for  advertising,  certainly  less  than  one 
hundred  dollars  for  both. 

Question. — Is  that  all  you  agreed  to  pay  them,  or  did  pay  thernl 

Answer. — It  was. 

Question. — Was  you  a candidate  for  any  public  position,  in  your  district, 
in  18611 

Answer. — I was  not. 

Question.— Did  you  pay,  or  agree  to  pay  any  other  editor  in  Pennsylvania 
any  sum  of  money  for  their  advocacy  of  the  repeal  ot  the  tonnage  tax,  and 
the  printing  of  the  documents  referred  to  above. 

Answer.  — I did  not. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  Thos.  A.  Scott,  either  before 
or  after  you  paid  x\!r.  Ruhe  the  two  thousand  dollars,  in  reference  to  the  pay- 
ment of  said  money  1 

Answer. — I had  not  before;  1 do  not  remember  that  1 had  after,  except  in 
the  way  of  general  conversation  with  others,  after  the  Allentown  Democrat 
had  exposed  the  transaction. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  upon  the  subject  of  the  payment  of 
the  money  to  Ruhe,  with  any  other  officer  or  agent  of  the  Pennsylvania  rail- 
road company  1 

Answer. — I do  not  remember  of  any. 
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Question  — Had  you  any  conversation  with  any  other  senator  than  Mr. 
Schindel,  on  the  subject  of  the  payment  of  this  money,  and  if  so,  who  ? 

Answer. — I do  not  remember  that  I had  with  any  one. 

Question. — Did  you  at  any  time  pay  to  Senator  Schindel,  or  promise  to 
pay  him  any  money,  stocks  or  other  article  of  value,  for  his  support  of  the 
bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax'? 

Answer. — I did  not. 

Question. — Did  he  ever  admit  to  you,  or  in  your  presence,  that  he  had 
received  any  pecuniary  consideration  whatever  for  his  vote,  or  that  he  was 
to  receive  any  ? 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

Question. — Was  you  a stockholder  in  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company 
at  the  time  this  money  was  paid  to  Mr.  Ruhe  ? 

Answer. — I was  not. 

Question. — Have  you  at  any  time  since  been  a stockholder,  or  are  you  now  ? 

Answer. — Never  owned,  a dollar  in  Pennsylvania  railroad  stock. 

J.  W.  FULLER. 


TUESDAY  EVENING,  March  11,  1862. 


Elisha  W.  Davis,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Were  you  a member  of  the  Legislature  during  the 
session  of  1861? 

Answer. — 1 was.  I was  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Question. — Did  you  receive  from  the  officers,  or  any  of  them,  of  the  Penn- 
sylvania railroad  company,  any  number  of  passes  over  their  road  ; and  if  so, 
how  many,  as  near  as  you  can  remember? 

Answer. — I received  a number  of  passes,  but  it  would  be  impossible  for  me 
to  remember  the  number. 

Question. — Could  you  approximate  the  number? 

Answer. — I can  not  define  it  any  nearer  than  I have. 

Question. — Did  it  reach  fifty  ? 

Answer. — 1 think  it  did  not. 

Question. — Did  it  reach  thirty  ? 

Answer. — It  probably  did. 

Question. — Were  those  passes  for  a single  trip  or  for  a given  time  ? 

Answer. — All  I received,  but  one,  were  for  a single  trip.  One,  an  annual 
pass,  was  for  a friend  in  Pittsburg,  who  wrote  to  me  for  it. 

Question. — Did  you  vote  for  the  bill,  entitled  “An  Act  for  the  commutation 
of  the  tonnage  duties?” 

Answer. — I did.  I have  an  indistinct  recollection  of  procuring  a pass  for 
a friend  in  my  district,  expiring  on  the  dth  March. 

Question. — From  what  officer  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  did 
you  receive  those  passes? 

Answer. — From  Thomas  A.  Scott,  vice  president. 

E.  W.  DAVIS. 
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FRIDAY,  March  14,  IS62. 


Major  John  K.  Edie,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Were  you  present  in  Harrisburg  during  the  pen' 
dency  of  the  bill  to  commute  the  tonnage  duties  before  the  Legislature  of 
1861? 

Answer. — I was  here  at  the  time  the  bill  was  discussed  and  passed  in  the 
Senate.  I do  not  remember  that  I was  here  whilst  it  was  pending  in  the 
House,  but  think  I was. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  member  of  either  branch  of 
the  Legislature  having  received  any  money,  or  promise  of  money,  or  other 
valuable  article,  for  his  support  of  that  bill,  either  directly  or  indirectly  1 

Answer. — 1 have  no  personal  knowledge  of  any  fact  that  will  enable  me  to 
answer  that  interrogatory  in  the  affirmative.  I know  nothing  except  what 
was  common  rumor  on  the  street  at  the  time. 

Question. — Did  you  say  to  any  person  that  any  member  of  either  branch 
of  the  Legislature  had  received,  or  was  to  receive,  any  pecuniary  considera- 
tion for  his  support  of  that  bid  l 

Answer. — I did  not,  but  i may  have  said  that  1 had  no  doubt  members  had 
received  a consideration. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Scull,  of  Somerset,  in  re- 
gard to  the  admission  of  any  member  receiving  a consideration  for  their  sup* 
port  of  that  bill  ? 

Answer. — I think  it  was  on  a Sunday  evening,  perhaps  two  or  three  weeks 
ago,  l had  a conversation  with  Air.  Speaker  Rowe  and  Mr.  Scull,  in  this  city,, 
in  which  I said  I knew  of  a case  where  a member  of  tine  last  Legislature  had 
taken  from  his  pocket  a roll  of  money,  and  said  this  is  part  of  the  money  I 
made  out  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  ; but  in  using  the  ternr  “knew,”  I 
simply  meant  to  convey  the  idea  that  1 had  been  informed  of  the  fact  by  a 
gentleman  in-  whose  veracity  1 bad  confidence. 

Question.— State  who  was  your  informant. 

Answer. — Mr.  Robert  Morris,  chief  clerk  to  the  clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  at  Washington,  and  resident  of  Pottsville,  Schuylkill  county* 

Question.— Did  he  mention  the  name  of  the  member  referred  to  in  the 
above  interrogatory  1 

Answer.- — He  did. 

Question. — State  his  name. 

Answer.— Air.  Bartholomew,  of  Schuylkill  county. 

Question. — Do  you  know  of  anything  else  material  to  this  subject,  eithev 
directly  or  indirectly  ? 

Answer. — I do  not, 

JOHN  R.  ED1E. 


PITTSBURG,  Wednesday,  March  19* 


Samuel  A.  Purviance,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman.- — State  whether  you  were  Attorney  General  of  the 
State  during  the  session  of  1S6  1 1 

Answer. — 1 was,  from  the  date  of  the  inauguration,  in  January,  until  the 
middle  of  May,  (the  •24th.) 
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Question. — Have  you  a recollection  of  the  passage  of  the  bill  to  commute 
the  tonnage  duties,  during  that  session  ! 

Answer — I have. 

Question. — State  the  substance  of  any  conversation  you  had  with  Thos. 
A.  Scott,  vice  president,  or  any  other  officer  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad, 
in  reference  to  the  approval  of  the  Governor  to  that  bill! 

Answer. — I have  no  recollection  of  any  conversation  with  Thos.  A.  Scott, 
in  reference  to  the  approval  of  the  Governor,  nor  any  of  the  officers  of  the 
company.  On  one  occasion,  I remember  Mr.  Scott  complaining  that  the 
company  had  not  had  the  benefits  of  the  bill  of  1857,  in  relation  to  the  sale 
of  the  main  line,  on  account  of  the  Supreme  Court  deciding  against  it,  on 
the  question  of  taxation  1 believe.  On  that  occasion,  I believe  I asked  Mr. 
Scott  the  question,  why  the  company  had  not  complied  with  that  law,  by 
depositing  in  the  Treasury  one  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  bonds, 
which  they  were  authorized  to  do. 

Question. — Was  there,  at  that  time,  or  any  time  prior  to  the  approval  of 
the  Governor  to  the  commutation  bill,  a writing,  signed  by  Thos.  A.  Scott, 
deposited  in  your  office,  or  left  with  you,  in  reference  to  the  above  named 
bill  ; if  so,  state  the  purport  of  that  writing! 

Answer. — There  was  such  a paper  in  my  possession  signed  by  Thomas  A. 
Scott : I cannot  remember  by  whom  given  to  me ; that  paper,  as  I understood 
it,  in  substance,  provided  that  the  Pennsylvania  Central  railroad  company 
should  at  no  time  pay  less  than  five  per  cent,  to  the  Commonwealth  on  one 
million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  the  shape  of  taxes. 

Question. — State,  from  your  recollection,  whether  that  five  per  cent,  on 
one  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  intended  as  an  equivalent  to 
the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax,  or  as  an  agreement  that  the  whole  amount  of 
taxes,  including  their  real  and  personal  property,  should  amount  to  that  sum! 

Answer. — The  paper  was  suggested  by  that  provision  of  the  act  of  1857, 
which  authorized  the  company  to  deposit  in  the  Treasury  one  million  five 
hundred  thousand  dollars  in  bonds,  and  thereupon  to  be  relieved  from  the 
tonnage  tax,  and  tax  upon  their  corporation  property. 

Question. — State  whether  that  paper  came  into  your  possession  after  the 
passage  of  the  bill  by  the  Legislature  and  before  it  was  signed  by  the  Gov- 
ernor! 

Answer.— I cannot  state. 

Question. — Was  that  paper  demanded  by  Mr.  Thomson,  president  of  the 
railroad  company,  after  you  had  possession  of  it ! 

Answer. — It  was,  and  on  the  ground,  as  I understood  it,  that  Mr.  Scott  had 
no  authority  to  give  it. 

Question. — Was  that  demand  made  before  or  after  the  bill  was  approved 
by  the  Governor ! 

Answer. — I think  it  was  made  after  the  bill  was  approved  by  the  Governor. 

Question. — Did  you  surrender  that  paper  to  Mr.  Thomson! 

Answer. — I did  not. 

Question. — Do  you  know  what  become  of  that  paper! 

Answer. — 1 understood  it  to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Governor  at  the 
time  the  demand  was  made  by  Mr.  Thomson.  I thought  it  was  in  my  pos- 
session, and  looked  for  it,  to  shew  it  to  Mr.  Thomson,  but  distinctly  told  him 
it  would  not  be  given  up  to  the  company.  1 never  saw  it  afterwards. 

Question. — Do  you  know  by  whom  it  was  taken  from  your  office! 

Answer. — I do  not.  It  is  possible  i may  have  handed  it  to  some  one,  but 
have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  the  Governor  in  reference  to 
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the  above  bill  after  it  passed  the  Legislature,  and  before  he  approved  of  it, 
and  if  so,  state  the  substance  of  such  conversation,  and  who  were  present! 

Answer. — After  the  passage  of  the  bill,  according  to  my  recollection,  I was 
requested  to  meet  at  the  office  of  the  Governor,  in  his  house,  and  there  heard, 
and  had  some  conversation,  in  the  presence  of  Col.  Slifer,  Secretary  of  the 
Commonwealth,  and  Col.  M’Clure.  The  latter  was  urging  the  Governor  to 
sign  the  bill,  and  urged  as  a reason  that  the  railroad  company  was  to  meet 
next  day  to  decide  upon  accepting  the  bill.  The  Governor  replied  to  him 
that  they  had  not  complied  with  a single  promise  which  they  had  made:  that 
they  had  promised  to  pay  the  money  which  was  due  the  Commonwealth,  by 
exempting  it  from  the  operations  of  the  bill  ; that  they  had  failed  to  do  that, 
and  promised  to  put  it  in  a supplemental  bill,  which  they  had  not  done;  and 
that  they  had  promised  to  make  some  provision,  similar  to  that  in  the  bill  of 
1857,  in  regard  to  the  taxes,  equivalent  to  the  taxes  on  one  million  five  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars,  which  they  had  not  done.  M’Clure  still  insisted  on 
the  bill  being  signed.  1 arose  from  my  seat  and  walked  across  the  floor,  and, 
under  the  influence  of  some  excitement,  said,  addressing  myself  to  the  Gov- 
ernor, that  if  his  convictions  were  not  right  in  regard  to  the  bill,  he  should 
not  sign  it  to  accommodate  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  or  any  other 
company  ; that  they  could  very  readily  adjourn  the  meeting  until  some  other 
time,  and  if,  on  full  deliberation,  his  convictions  were  against  the  propriety 
of  signing  the  bill,  he  should  veto  it.  M’Clure  replied,  yes,  it  should  either 
be  vetoed  or  signed  ; that  the  company  were  to  have  a meeting  the  next  day,  and 
they  wanted  to  know.  Slifer  and  I then  left  the  room,  and  went  up  the 
street,  and  when  about  opposite  the  new  Presbyterian  church,  Slifer  suggested 
that  we  should  go  back  and  insist  upon  the  Governor  not  signing  it.  We 
went  back  up  to  the  platform  leading  into  the  Governor’s  office.  I commu- 
nicated to  the  Governor  the  purpose  that  had  turned  us.  He  said  that  it  is 
all  over.  1 have  told  him  that  1 would  not  sign  it,  and  that  is  the  end  of  it. 
I had  no  other  conversation  until  I heard  the  bill  had  been  signed. 

Question. — Do  you  know  of  anything  else  material  in  reference  to  this 
bill! 

Answer. — I do  not. 


SAML.  A.  PURV1ANCE. 


Kennedy  Marshall,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — State  whether  you  were  a member  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  1861  1 

Answer. — 1 was. 

Question. — Was  there  a bill  passed  by  that  Legislature  to  commute  the 
tonnage  duties  ? 

Answer. — There  was. 

Question. — Did  you  vote  for  the  passage  of  that  bill  ! 

Answer. — I did. 

Question. — Did  you  directly  or  indirectly  receive  any  compensation  for 
your  services  as  attorney  or  otherwise,  or  for  your  vote  ; and  if  so,  state  the 
amount  and  in  what  way! 

Answer. — For  my  vote  or  services  on  that  bill  I did  not  receive  any  com- 
pensation. 

Question. — Did  you,  during  the  session  of  1861,  or  about  the  time  of  its 
adjournment,  receive  any  money,  directly  or  indirectly,  from  any  officer  or 
agent  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  ; and  if  so,  how  much  ! 

Answer. — This  question  is  modified  in  auswering  the  ten  following  ques- 
tions. 
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Question. — Were  you  requested  by  any  officer  or  agent  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania railroad  company  to  use  your  influence  with  any  other  members  of  the 
House  or  Senate,  to  procure  their  votes  in  favor  of  the  commutation  bill ; and 
if  so,  by  whom  ! 

Answer. — I was  requested  by  Mr.  Thomas  A.  Scott  to  see  my  colleagues, 
Messrs.  Burns  and  Douglass,  if  they  would  support  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Question. — Did  he  authorize  you  to  make  to  them  an  offer  of  pecuniary 
consideration,  in  case  they  supported  the  bill;  and  if  so,  what! 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

Question. — Did  you  ask  them  to  vote  for  the  bill;  and  if  so,  did  you  hold 
out  any  pecuniary  inducement! 

Answer. — 1 did  ask  them  to  vote  for  the  bill,  but  did  not  hold  out  any 
pecuniary  inducement.  They  said,  though,  they  could  be  induced  to  vote  for 
the  bill,  and  desired  to  see  Mr.  Scott  himself  on  the  subject.  Mr.  Burns  said 
if  a provision  was  inserted  in  the  bill  for  the  early  completion  of  the  Pittsburg 
and  Steubenville  railroad,  he  would  vote  for  the  bill.  Mr.  Douglass  referred 
to  the  Heinpfield  or  Fayette  County  roads;  I think  in  was  the  former. 

Question. — -Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  member  of  the  Legislature 
having  received  any  money,  either  in  shape  of  payment,  gift,  or  otherwise, 
from  Thomas  A.  Scott,  or  from  any  other  officer  or  agent  of  the  Pennsylvania 
railroad  company  during  the  session  of  186  1,  or  shortly  after  its  adjournment  ! 

Answer. — Of  my  own  knowledge  I do  not  know  of  any  one  having  received 
anything.  1 went  into  Mr.  Davis’s  room,  convenient  to  my  own,  in  Mr.  Cov- 
erly’s  house,  on  the  afternoon  of  the  adjournment  of  the  Legislature,  and  saw 
a considerable  amount  of  money  lying  on  his  bed  or  table,  1 do  not  remember 
which,  and  I picked  up  some  of  the  notes  and  put  them  in  my  pocket,  and 
asked  him  where  he  made  such  a ‘‘raise.”  He  replied  that  Tom  Scott  had 
given  it  to  him.  To  which  I replied,  that  as  he  was  so  liberal  to  him,  1 wished 
he  would  eall  around  and  see  some  of  the  rest  of  us.  Mr.  Davis  then  replied 
that  he  was  only  joking;  that  he  received  it  from  another  source,  or  that  it 
belonged  to  another  party.  We  were  coming  out  to  Pittsburg  together;  he 
asked  me  to  carry  a part  of  it ; that  he  did  not  like  to  carry  so  much  of  it; 
which  I did. 

Question. — Did  Mr.  Davis  request  you  to  convert  those  notes  or  other  paper 
money  into  coin  ! 

Answer. — He  said  he  wished  some  of  it  converted  into  gold.  1 took  some 
of  it,  I do  not  recollect  the  amount,  and  went  to  the  Exchange  or  Merchants’ 
Bank,  and  got  some  of  it  converted  into  gold. 

Question. — State,  as  near  as  you  can  from  recollection,  the  amount  of  money 
you  and  he  had  together  at  the  time  referred  to  above. 

Answer. — The  amount  that  Mr.  Davis  had  in  his  room,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection,  was  between  five  thousand  and  seven  thousand  dollars,  on  banks 
from  all  parts  of  the  State. 

Question. — Did  Mr.  Davis,  at  that  time,  state  from  what  source  he  obtained 
the  money,  other  than  from  Mr.  Scott,  or  to  what  other  party  or  parties  it 
belonged  ! 

Answer. — According  to  my  best  recollection,  he  mentioned  the  name  of 
the  party  to  whom  it  belonged,  but  1 do  not  remember  the  name.  He  said  it 
belonged  to  some  person  up  the  Allegheny  river.  He  also  said  that  he 
received  some  portion  of  it  from  some  person,  whose  name  I do  not  remember. 

Question. — State  whether  you  were  requested,  about  the  time  the  Legisla- 
ture adjourned,  or  during  the  session  of  1861,  to  go  to  Mr.  Scott’s  room,  or 
a room  where  Mr.  Scott  could  be  found;  if  so,  by  whom  was  you  requested! 

Answer. — I was  asked  by  some  person  if  1 had  seen  Mr.  Scott  lately ; l 
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don’t  remember  whom  ; I was  not  requested  to  go  to  his  room  ; I replied, 
had  not  seen  Mr.  Scott  lately. 

Question. — Did  you  go  to  Mr.  Scott’s  room,  or  see  him  in  any  other  room, 
after  the  passage  of  the  commutation  bill,  and  before  you  started  for  home  ? 

Answer. — I saw  him  frequently,  in  his  own  room  and  other  rooms. 

Question. — Did  .Mr.  Scott,  at  any  time  after  the  passage  of  the  commuta- 
tion bill,  hand  you  a package,  under  a cover  of  an  envelop,  and  say,  there 
was  a package  left  for  you,  or  in  words  to  that  effect'? 

Answer. — On  a certain  occasion,  I do  not  remember  the  time,  near  the 
close  of  the  session,  and  after  the  passage  of  the  commutation  bill,  I went 
into  Mr.  Scott’s  room,  I cannot  now  state  for  what  purpose;  when  I was  about 
leaving,  Air.  Scott  handed  me  an  envelop,  remarking,  that  there  was  a note 
left  for  me — he  did  not  know  by  whom,  or  what  it  contained.  On  going  to 
my  room,  I opened  the  envelop  and  found  therein  bank  notes,  on  different 
banks  of  this  State,  amounting  in  all  to  about  five  hundred  dollars. 

Question. — Did  you  see  in  Air.  Scott’s  room  similar  envelopes,  addressed 
to  other  persons? 

Answer. — I saw  other  envelopes,  but  not  to  whom  they  were  addressed,  or 
whether  they  were  addressed  or  not. 

Question. — Did  any  person  admit  to  you  that  they  had  received  such  en- 
velopes 1 

Answer.- — I do  not  recollect  of  any  person  saying  so,  or  admitted  it. 

Question.  — Do  you  know  of  anything  else  bearing  upon  this  investigation'? 

Answer. — I do  not.  It  is  due  here  lor  me  to  say,  prior  to  my  nomination 
and  election,  l advocated  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax,  as  I considered  it 
detrimental  to  the  business  interests  of  Pittsburg,  and  so  avowed  myself  to 
Air.  Wm.  Coleman  and  Dr.  Fuller  of  this  city,  and  others  1 do  not  now  re- 
collect. 

Question  by  Air.  Kaine. — Have  you  any  knowledge  from  any  declarations 
or  admissions  from  any  members  of  the  Legislature  of  receiving  any  money 
from  Thos.  A.  Scott,  or  any  officer  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company? 

Answer. — I have  no  recollection. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  admission  of  Air.  Davis, 
Speaker  of  the  last  House  of  Representatives,  how  or  from  whom  he  received 
the  money  you  have  already  spoken,  other  than  that  already  stated  ! 

Answer. — 1 have  not. 

Question. — Have  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  any  member  or  sen- 
ator, relative  to  the  payment  of  any  money  by  the  Pennsylvania  railroad 
company  during  last  winter,  or  since  ? 

Answer. — Not  that  I at  present  recollect  of. 

Question. — At  the  time  you  received  that  envelop  from  T.  A.  Scott,  cover- 
ing the  five  hundred  dollars,  was  there  anybody  else  in  his  room  ? 

Answer. — '1  here  was  not  ir.  the  room  in  which  he  handed  it  to  me;  he 
had  two  rooms. 

Question.— Had  you  been  in  the  other  room  of  Air.  Scott  immediately  be- 
fore going  into  the  room  in  which  he  handed  you  the  envelop? 

Answer. — I believe  I was. 

Question.— Was  there  anybody  in  that  room,  that  you  know,  besides  your- 
self and  Mr.  Scott? 

Answer. — Some  person  that  1 did  not  know  came  in. 

Question. — What  time  in  the  day  was  it  you  received  the  package  from 
Air.  Scott  ? 

Answer. — 1 cannot  remember  whether  it  was  before  or  after  supper. 

Question. — Was  it  on  the  same  day  that  the  person  asked  you  if  you 
saw  Air.  Scott ! 
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Answer. — It  was  not,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Question  by  chairman.— Did  Mr.  Scott  at  any  time  during  the  session  of 
1881,  or  about  the  time  of  the  adjournment,  say  to  you  that  although  you 
had  been  an  original  friend  of  the  measure,  that  he  intended  to  treat  you  like 
the  new  converts,  or  words  to  that  effect  1 

Answer. — He  did  not  use  that  language;  shortly  after  Mr.  Scott  came  to 
Harrisburg,  he  made  this  remark  in  my  presence,  that  they  intended  treating 
friend  and  foe  alike.  I understood  from  that,  that  those  who  might  change 
their  minds,  and  was  then  opposing  it,  would  be  treated  like  those  who  were 
in  favor  of  it. 

Question. — What  was  the  subject  of  the  conversation  when  that  remark 
was  made  ? 

Answer. — The  bill  for  the  commutation  was  the  subject  under  conversa- 
tion. 

Question. — Were  the  two  rooms  occupied  by  Mr.  Scott,  in  Coverly’s  hotel, 
in  Harrisburg,  connected  by  a door! 

Answer. — They  were,  and  a door  leading  into  each  room  from  the  hall. 
There  was  a bed,  f think,  in  each  room. 

Question. — Did  Mr.  Scott  hand  you  this  package  in  the  first  room  you  en- 
tered, or  did  he  hand  to  you  in  the  adjoining  room  ! 

Answer. — On  reflection,  1 remember  that  I went  to  Mr.  Scott’s  room  to  get 
a pass  for  a friend.  Mr.  Scott  and  1 went  into  the  small  room  where  his  wri- 
ting table  was,  at  my  request.  After  having  written  the  pass,  he  handed  me 
the  package  referred  to  above,  containing  the  money  aforestated.  It  was  a 
small  package,  the  notes  being  of  a large  denomination. 

Question. — Was  it  in  the  latter  room  you  noticed  the  envelopes  referred  to 
in  a former  interrogatory  ! 

Answer. — it  was. 

Question.— How  many  were  there  of  those  envelopes! 

Answer. — I cannot  tell. 

Question. — Was  there  any  understanding  between  Mr.  Scott,  or  any  other 
person,  and  yourself,  before  this  transaction,  that  you  were  to  receive  this 
package,  or  receive  any  money  ! 

Answer. — There  was  not ; and  at  the  time  I had  no  idea  what  the  package 
contained. 

Question. — Did  you  at  any  time,  either  before  or  since  the  receipt  of  that 
package,  receive  from  Thomas  A.  Scott,  or  any  other  person  connected  with 
the  railroad  company,  any  money,  or  promise  of  money  ! 

Answer. — I did  not. 

KENNEDY  MARSHALL. 


William  Coleman,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Did  you  hear  Mr.  Kennedy  Marshall,  prior  to  his 
nomination  and  election,  in  I860,  avow  himself  in  favor  of  the  repeal  of  the 
tonnage  tax ! 

Answer. — I did,  frequently. 


WM.  COLEMAN 
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THURSDAY,  March  20,  1862. 


Seth  T.  Hurd,  Esq.,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Where  is  your  place  of  residence! 

Answer. — Brownsville,  Fayette  county,  Pennsylvania. 

Question. — State  to  the  committee  your  occupation. 

Answer. — I am  a lawyer  and  an  editor. 

Question. — What  is  the  title  of  your  paper! 

Answer. — Brownsville  Clipper. 

Question. — Did  you  publish  that  paper  during  the  session  of  the  Legislature 
of  1861! 

Answer. — 1 did. 

Question.— Have  you  a knowledge  of  an  act  having  been  passed  by  the 
Legislature  of  that  session,  entitled  “ An  Act  for  the  commutation  of  the  ton- 
nage duties!” 

Answer.. — I have. 

Question. — Were  you  in  favor  or  against  the  passage  of  that  bill  through 
the  columns  of  your  paper  ! 

Answer. — Neither.  It  was  neutral. 

Question. — Did  you  express  opinions  orally  against  the  passage  of  the  above 
named  bill  ! 

Answer. — I expressed  to  our  members. — I know  to  Mr.  Collins,  the  mem- 
ber, and  I think  to  Mr.  Fuller,  our  Senator — that  if  they  advocated  the  bill,  it 
would  kill  themselves  at  home,  in  our  county,  politically. 

Question — Did  you  publish  the  bill  for  the  commutation  of  the  tonnage 
duties,  as  it  passed  the  Legislature,  in  your  paper!  * 

Answer. — I am  not  positive,  but  I think  i did,  as  a matter  of  information. 

Question. — Did  you  publish  in  your  paper  a printed  argument  in  favor  of 
the  above  bill  ! 

Answer. — I think  I did  not.  I can  not  remember. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  Thomas  A.  Scott,  or  any  other 
officer  or  agent  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  in  relation  to  the  above 
bill! 

Answer. — On  my  way  to  Philadelphia  from  Harrisburg,  Mr.  Scott  came 
into  the  cars  and  took  a seat  beside  me,  I think,  and  some  conversation  occur- 
red between  us  in  reference  to  this  bill;  but  who  commenced  the  conversa- 
tion I can  not  remember.  I think  it  was  on  a Saturday  night,  i think  I 
asked  him  some  question  in  regard  to  the  bill.  I think  that  was  the  way  the 
subject  was  brought  up  between  us. 

Question. — State,  as  near  as  you  can,  the  general  subject  of  your  conver- 
sation. 

Answer. — Do  not  remember;  but  it  was  the  same  I would  have  had  with 
any  other  gentleman  acquainted  with  the  circumstances. 

Question. — Did  you  at  any  time  receive,  from  Mr.  Scott  or  any  other  agent 
of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  money  or 
other  valuable  article  ; and  if  so,  how  much  ! 

Answer. — Some  gentleman  from  Huntingdon,  when  I was  in  Harrisburg, 
whose  name  I can  not  remember,  invited  me  up  to  Mr.  Scott’s  room  in  the 
Coverly  house.  We  entered  the  room  ; don’t  remember  whether  there  was 
any  formal  introduction;  think  I knew  Mr.  Scott  before.  He  at  length 
withdrew  and  left  Mr.  Scott  and  I alone.  Mr.  Scott  then  asked  me  if  1 had 
examined  the  commutation  bill  and  the  arguments  in  favor  of  it.  I told  him 
1 had  not.  He  wanted  to  know  then,  I can  not  remember  his  language, 
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what  I thought  of  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax.  The  conversation  implied 
the  inquiry  whether  I was  in  favor  or  against  the  bill.  I told  him  my  preju- 
dices were  against  the  bill.  He  thought  if  I would  examine  the  subject  thor- 
oughly that  perhaps  my  opinion  would  be  changed.  He  then  handed  me  the 
bill  and  a large  pile  of  printed  documents,  requesting  me  to  examine  them  and 
then  say  what  1 thought  of  it.  I replied,  jokingly,  that  it  would  take  a long 
time  to  go  through  with  them,  or  words  to  that  effect.  He  then  replied,  in 
substance,  that  he  would  satisfy  me  for  the  time  1 expended,  or  the  trouble  I 
would  be  at  in  examining  them  ; and  he  did  so,  1 think,-  at  that  time.  I 
I mentioned  that  1 was  on  expense  there,  and  that  I would  have  to  take  the 
documents  home.  He  objected  to  that,  and  requested  me  to  examine  them 
there,  and  he  would  pay  the  expenses  of  my  board,  time  and  trouble. 

Question. — Please  state  ; how  much  did  he  give  you  1 

Answer. — I can  not  remember. 

Question. — Did  you  exhibit  to  any  person  in  Philadelphia,  after  having  been 
in  Harrisburg,  a package  or  lot  of  money,  and  use  this  language,  or  words  to 
this  effect:  “Here  is  so  much  for  the  tonnage  tax.”  Did  you  use  that  lan- 
guage, or  similar  words,  to  any  person  in  Philadelphia  1 

Answer. — No  recollection  of  using  that  language,  but  will  explain  the  cir- 
cumstances 1 suppose  referred  to  1 received  a certain  amount  of  money,  1 
think  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  from  a cattle  man  in  Philadelphia,  for 
writing  articles,  and  other  services  having  in  view  the  defeat  of  a drover’s 
bill,  concerning  the  removal  of  the  cattle  yard  at  West  Philadelphia.  The 
greater  portion  of  that  money  was  in  my  pocket  book,  with  a portion  I received 
from  Mr.  Scott,  at  the  time  I took  out  my  pocket  book  at  the  United  States 
hotel  in  Philadelphia  to  pay  some  bill.  The  money  was  all  in  one  roll.  I 
had  to  take  out  the  whole  roll  to  get  the  bill  changed.  1 did  not  takeout  my 
money  as  a mere  matter  of  exhibition.  A gentleman,  I think  a Mr.  Fuller, 
an  intimate  friend  and  acquaintance  of  mine,  observed  that  they  had  done 
well  by  me  for  my  services  on  the  tonnage  tax  bill.  That  was  the  substance 
of  his  remark.  My  reply  was  some  pleasant  remark,  which  I don’t  remem. 
ber,  not  thinking  it  of  consequence  nor  any  of  his  business. 

Question.— Do  you  say  that  you  did  not  say  to  Mr.  Fuller,  or  any  one  else, 
substantially,  that  “this  was  so  much  for  the  tonnage  tax  1” 

Answer. — 1 do  not  remember  my  reply.  What  1 did  say  was  done  play- 
fully, not  considering  Mr.  F'uller  had  any  business  to  ask  me  ; and  1 intended 
not  to  be  understood  seriously  one  way  or  the  other. 

Question. — State  whether  you  said  to  any  citizen  of  Allegheny  county  that 
you  had  received  any  money  from  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  or  any 
of  its  officers,  for  a matter  to  which  you  was  opposed,  or  words  to  that  effect  1 

Answer. — Only  in  the  manner  in  which  I have  stated  in  my  conversation 
with  Mr.  Scott,  at  the  Coverly  house,  according  to  my  present  recollection. 

Question. — Did  you  say  to  any  citizen  of  Allegheny  county  that  the  amount 
received  from  Mr.  Scott,  or  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  was  four 
hundred  dollars  1 

Answer. — I may  have  said  three  hundred  or  four  hundred  dollars  ; but  could 
not  have  said  four  hundred  dollars,  because  1 did  not  receive  that  amount. 

Question. — Did  it  amount  to  three  hundred  dollars'? 

Answer.— It  was  in  that  neighborhood. 

Question. — Did  Mr.  Scott,  or  any  one  else,  ask  you,  at  that  time,  to  influ- 
ence your  members  or  senator,  or  any  one  else  in  the  Legislature,  to  vote 
for  this  bill,  or  to  keep  quiet  and  not  make  speeches  against  it  1 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

Question. — Have  you,  since  you  came  to  Pittsburg,  had  any  conversation 
with  any  officer  or  solicitor  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  in  relation 
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to  the  evidence  you  should  give  before  this  committee,  or  about  your  being 
subpoenaed  as  a witness'? 

Answer  —In  a casual  conversation  .Mr.  John  H.  Hampton  asked  me  if  1 had 
taken  up  my  residence  in  Pittsburg,  as  I had  been  here  pretty  often.  1 re- 
plied, I had  to  come,  as  I was  subpoenaed  before  the  tonnage  tax  committee, 
and  had  to  come  this  time. 

Question. — Did  he  ask  you  anything  concerning  the  character  of  your  tes- 
timony ? 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

Question. — Was  there  anything  said  in  reference  to  questions  that  you 
would  not  be  bound  to  answer  ? 

Answer.— I do  not  recollect  of  anything  distinctly  in  reference  to  the  obli- 
gation I would  be  under  to  answer  one  question  or  another. 

Question  by  Mr.  Strang. — Had  you  any  negotiation  with  Mr.  Scott  pre- 
vious to  the  conversation  to  which  you  allude  as  having  taken  place  at  the 
Coverly  house,  or  with  any  other  person,  touching  the  examination  of  the 
tonnage  bill,  or  the  publication  of  articles  relating  to  it? 

Answer. — Not  with  Mr.  Scott.  Some  person,  while  the  bill  was  pending, 
who  appeared  to  be  in  favor  of  the  repeal,  asked  me  how  my  paper  stood  on 
the  tonnage  tax  bill.  I replied,  very  much  like  myself — not  favorable  to  it. 
This  was  before  I went  to  Harrisburg. 

Question.— How  long  was  you  in  Harrisburg? 

Answer. — Nearly  two  or  three  months,  off  and  on.  Had  business  con- 
nected with  my  paper  in  Philadelphia,  which  called  me  there  frequently. 

Question. — How  long  had  you  been  in  Harrisburg  before  you  had  this  in- 
terview with  Mr.  Scott? 

Answer.— Could  not  have  been  long.  I designed  going  to  Philadelphia, 
and  intended  to  have  remained  a day  or  two  in  Harrisburg. 

Question. — How  long  did  you  remain  in  Harrisburg  after  you  had  the  in- 
terview with  Mr.  Scott  ? 

Answer. — I do  not  remember  the  exact  time;  it  might  have  been  a week 
or  two. 

Question.. — Did  you  make  any  examination  of  the  bill  and  documents,  be- 
fore you  left  Harrisburg,  at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Scott? 

Answer. — I did,  but  temporarily,  before  1 left  for  Philadelphia.  1 was  in 
and  out  of  the  house,  seeing  my  friends,  the  members  from  my  county, 
Messrs.  Collins  and  Fuller,  and  then  took  the  documents  to  Philadelphia, 
where  1 gave  them  a more  thorough  examination. 

Question. — Before  you  left  for  Philadelphia,  did  you  give  to  Mr.  Scott  any 
opinion,  founded  upon  a temporary  examination  of  the  documents,  or  other- 
wise ? 

Answer. — 1 never  gave  Mr.  Scott  any  opinion  in  reference  to  the  examina- 
tion of  the  documents,  or  as  to  the  result  of  the  examination,  at  any  time, 
either  before  or  after  the  passage  of  the  bill,  for  the  next  opportunity  I had 
for  a conversation  with  Mr.  Scott  was  not  until  after  the  bill  had  passed. 

Question  by  Mr.  Kaine. — Did  any  one  say  to  you,  that  if  you  would  assist 
in  procuring  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax  you  could  make  a nice  thing  out 
of  it,  and  if  so,  who  was  it? 

Answer. — No  one  connected  with  the  road  or  the  Legislature  said  anything 
of  the  kind. 

Question  by  chairman. — Did  you,  before  or  after  the  passage  of  the  bill, 
publish  an  article  in  your  paper,  approving  of  the  measure  ! 

Answer. — I wrote  an  article  to  be  published,  but,  on  reflection,  counter- 
manded it.  1 wrote  the  article  in  Philadelphia. 


SETH  T.  HURD. 
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Charles  L.  Goehring,  sworn. 


Question  by  chairman.— W ere  you  a member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives in  1861 1 

Answer. — I was — from  Allegheny  county. 

Question. — Were  you  present  at  the  final  vote  on  the  bill,  entitled  “An  Act 
for  the  commutation  of  the  tonnage  duties'?” 

Answer. — I was. 

Question. — Did  you  vote  for  or  against  the  passage  of  the  bill  d 

Answer. — I voted  for  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  Thos.  A.  Scott,  or  any  officer 
or  agent  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  in  reference  to  the  passage 
of  the  above  named  bill  1 

Answer. — I had  not. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  any  other  person  in  reference 
to  it '? 


Answer. — Nothing  more  than  to  our  own  members  and  friends  from  my 
district. 

Question. — Was  there  any  pecuniary  inducement  held  out  to  you  by  any 
person,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  reference  to  your  support  of  the  bill  1 

Answer. — There  was  not. 

Question. — Did  you  receive  in  any  form,  either  under  cover  of  an  envelop 
or  otherwise,  any  money  during  the  session  of  1861,  or  about  the  time  of,  or 
after  its  adjournment,  from  any  person  unknown,  or  if  known,  who  1 

Answer. — I did  not  get  any  money,  only  what  I received  for  my  salary 
and  some  wine  1 sold. 

Question. — Did  you,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  receive  from  any  person 
either  money  or  promise  of  money,  or  any  article  of  value,  in  consideration 
of  your  vote  for  that  bill  1 

Answer.- — 1 did  not,  nor  was  1 approached. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge,  either  from  confessions  or  reliable 
data,  of  any  other  member  having  received  any  money  for  his  support  of  that 
bill? 

Answer. — I have  none. 


C.  L.  GOEHRING. 


A.  H.  Burns,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Were  you  a member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives during  the  session  of  1861  1 

Answer. — I was. 

Question. — Was  there  a bill  passed  during  that  session,  entitled  “An  Act 
for  the  commutation  of  the  tonnage  duties  1” 

Answer. — There  was. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  Thos.  A.  Scott,  vice  president 
of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad,  in  reference  to  said  bill  during  its  pendency 
before  the  House  1 

Answer. — 1 had. 

Question. — State  the  substance  of  the  conversation  as  near  as  you  can  1 

Answer. — 1 told  him  I was  satisfied  to  vote  for  the  bill,  if  the  Pittsburg 
and  Steubenville  railroad  was  aided  as  provided  for  in  the  bill. 

Question. — What  was  his  reply  1 

Answer. — He  said  he  had  no  doubt  the  provision  would  be  carried  out. 

Question. — Did  you  vote  for  the  bill '! 

Answer. — I did. 
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Question. — Would  you  have  voted  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax,  had 
the  bill  not  contained  the  provision  concerning  the  Pittsburg  and  Steubenville 
railroad  1 

Answer. — I would  not. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  any  other  person,  in  reference 
to  the  bill,  previous  to  your  interview  with  Mr.  Scott  1 
Answer. — I had  with  Mr.  Kennedy  Marshall. 

Question. — State  the  substance  of  that  conversation  with  Mr.  Marshall  1 
Answer. — Near  as  1 can  recollect,  I told  Mr.  Marshall,  if  the  provision 
relative  to  the  Steubenville  railroad  was  carried  out  I would  vote  for  the  bill. 

Question. — Did  Mr.  Marshall  hold  out  to  you  any  pecuniary  inducement 
to  vote  for  the  bill,  or  that  you  would  be  pecuniarily  rewarded  if  you  would 
vote  for  it  1 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

Question. — Did  you  say  to  Mr.  Marshall  that  you  could  be  induced  to  vote 
for  the  bill,  but  that  you  desired  to  see  Mr.  Scott  personally  1 
Answer. — 1 think  I did  say  so  to  Mr.  Marshall. 

Question. — Had  you  any  other  interview  with  Mr.  Scott,  than  the  one 
you  referred  to,  in  reference  to  this  bill  1 
Answer. — I had  iiot. 

Question. — Did  Mr.  Scott,  at  any  time,  intimate  to  you  that  if  you  would 
support  the  bill  you  should  be  rewarded,  in  any  other  way  than  by  the  aid 
proposed  in  the  bill  to  the  Steubenville  road  1 
Answer. — He  did  not. 

Question. — Did  you  receive,  from  Mr.  Scott  or  any  other  person,  any 
money  or  other  article  of  value  for  your  vote  for,  or  support  of,  the  tonnage 
bill  1 

Answer. — I did  not. 

Question. — Did  you,  during  the  session  of  the  Legislature  of  1861,  or 
about  the  time  of  its  adjournment,  receive  a package,  under  cover  of  an  en- 
velop, from  any  person,  known  or  unknown,  containing  bank  notes  or  money  1 
Answer. — 1 cl  id  not. 

Question.  — Have  you  any  knowledge,  either  by  admission  or  otherwise,  of 
any  other  member  of  the  Legislature  having  received  any  money,  or  other 
article  of  value,  for  their  support  of  that  bill  1 
Answer.- — I have  not. 

Question. — Have  you,  since  this  investigation  was  started,  been  advised  or 
requested,  by  letter  or  orally,  not  to  appear  before  the  committee  1 
Answer.  — I have  not. 

Question  by  Mr.  Kaine. — Have  you,  during  the  progress  of  this  investiga- 
tion, received  any  information,  by  letter  or  otherwise,  in  regard  to  it  1 

Answer. — I received  a note  yesterday,  informing  me  that  the  committee 
would  be  here  yesterday.  The  note  was  anonymous,  handed  to  me  by  one  of 
my  neighbors,  who  said  it  was  given  him  by  a gentleman  in  Pittsburg,  whom 
lie  did  not  know. 

Question. — Who  was  the  gentleman  who  handed  you  the  notel 

Answer. — It  was  handed  me  by  Mr.  Kineman — i think  his  name  is 

William — -who  resides  in  JefTreystown,  in  Allegheny  county. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  hand  writing  of  the  letter  1 
Answer. — 1 have  not. 

Question. — What  time  in  the  day  did  you  receive  the  letter  1 
Answer. — About  noon  on  yesterday,  the  19th. 

Question. — State  the  substance  of  the  letter  1 

Answer. — It  was  dated  Pittsburg,  March  19,  1862.  The  committee  to  in- 
vestigate frauds  connected  with  the  passage  of  the  tonnage  bill,  will  be,  or 
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are,  in  the  city  to-day.  These  are  perhaps  not  the  exact  words,  but  the  sub- 
stance. 

Question. — What  did  Mr.  Kineman  say  to  you  when  he  handed  you  the 
note  ? 

Answer. — He  said  the  note  was  handed  him  by  some  person  in  Pittsburg, 
with  a request  that  he  would  hand  it  to  me. 

Question. — Were  you  ever  at  Mr.  Scott’s  room,  in  Harrisburg  1 
Answer. — I was;  the  only  meeting  I had  with  Mr.  Scott  was  at  his  room. 
Question. — Was  that  meeting  before  or  after  the  passage  of  the  bill  1 
Answer. — It  was  before. 

Question. — After  the  passage  of  the  bill  did  Mr.  Scott,  or  any  other  person, 
say  to  you  that  Mr.  Scott  wanted  to  see  you  1 
Answer. — They  did  not. 

Question. — Did  you,  during  the  session  of  the  Legislature  of  1SG1,  or  after 
its  adjournment,  receive  any  money,  either  by  gift  or  otherwise,  other  than 
your  salary  1 

Answer. — I did  not. 

Question. — Did  any  other  person  receive  any  gift  or  money  from  which 
you  were  to  receive  any  advantage  1 
Answer. — They  did  not. 

Question. — Do  you  know  or  believe  that  money  was  used  by  the  Pennsyl- 
vania railroad  company  to  secure  the  passage  of  the  commutation  bill  1 

Answer. — 1 have  no  knowledge  of  any,  and  have  no  ground  for  a belief 
that  any  was  used. 

Question  by  Mr.  Hopkins. — Have  you  the  note  to  which  you  refer,  at  home, 
and  will  you  send  the  same  to  me  at  Harrisburg  1 
Answer.— I will. 

A.  H.  BURNS. 


William  Douglass,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Were  you  a member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives in  186 1 1 

Answer. — I was. 

Question. — Have  you  a recollection  of  a bill  being  passed  by  the  Legisla- 
ture, entitled  “An  Act  for  the  commutation  of  the  tonnage  duties  '?” 

Answer. — 1 have. 

Question. — Did  you  vote  for  or  against  that  bill  ? 

Answer. — 1 voted  for  the  bill. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation,  prior  to  the  passage  of  that  bili, 
with  Thomas  A.  Scott,  vice  president  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  ? 

Answer.— Not  to  my  recollection. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  any  other  person  in  regard  to 
the  passage  of  that  bill,  and  if  so,  with  whom  ? 

Answer. — I think  1 had  a conversation  with  Dr.  Medary,  in  which  he  ad- 
vocated the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Question. — Did  he  hold  out  to  you  any  inducement,  pecuniary  or  other- 
wise, to  induce  you  to  vote  for  or  support  the  bill  ? 

Answer.— He  did  not. 

Question. — Did  you  have  any  special  conversation  with -either  of  your  col- 
leagues in  reference  to  the  bill  1 

Answer. — Nothing  further  than  in  reference  to  the  advantage  it  would  be 
to  Allegheny  county. 

Question. — Did  Mr.  Kennedy  Marshall  ask  you  whether  or  not  you  could 
be  induced  to  vote  for  that  bill  f 
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Answer. — I do  not  remember  that  he  did. 

Question. — Did  you  say  to  Mr.  Kennedy  Marshall  that  you  could  or  might 
be  induced  to  vote  for  the  bill,  but  you  desired  to  see  Mr.  Scott  yourself? 

Answer.- — 1 have  no  recollection  of  saying  to  Mr.  Marshall,  or  any  one 
else,  that  1 desired  to  see  Mr.  Scott  on  that  subject. 

Question. — Did  you  say  to  Mr.  Marshall,  in  any  conversation  you  had  with 
him,  that  if  aid  would  be  given  to  the  Hemplield  or  Fayette  County  railroad 
you  would  take  the  matter  under  consideration,  whether  you  would  vote  for 
it,  or  words  to  that  effect? 

Answer. — I have  no  reccd lection  of  any  such  conversation. 

Question. — Did  you  make  any  reference,  in  conversation  with  Mr.  Mar- 
shall, to  either  of  the  roads  before  mentioned  ? 

Answer. — I have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Question.- — Did  any  person  urge  you  to  vote  for  the  commutation  bill,  in 
view  of  the  aid  the  Pittsburg  and  Steubenville  company  would  derive  from 

its  passage  ? 

Answer. — Not  to  my  recollection. 

Question  — Had  the  provision  in  the  bill  which  proposed  aid  to  the  Steu- 
benville railroad  an  influence  in  determining  you  to  vote  for  the  commutation 
bill  ? 

Answer. — It  had  not,  as  I believe  all  roads  leading  into  Pittsburg  from  the 
west  are  injurious  to  the  farming  interests  of  Allegheny  county. 

Question. — What  is  your  belief  in  regard  to  the  sentiments  of  the  people 
of  Allegheny  county,  in  reference  to  the  commut'atioa  bill? 

Answer. — My  belief  now  is,  that  a majority  of  its  people  are  opposed  to 
the  commutation  bill. 

Question. — What  was  your  belief  upon  this  subject  at  the  time  of  its 

passage  ? 

Answer. — Judging  from  the  action  of  the  board  of  trade  here  at  the  time, 
and  from  letters  that  1 received  Irotn  my  constituents  during  the  pendency  of 
the  bill,  and  the  representations  of  persons  from  Allegheny  county,  who  were 
at  Harrisburg,  who  were  in  favor  of  and  urged  the  passage  of  the  bill,  and  in 
the  absence  of  any  remonstrances  against  the  bill  from  my  county,  1 believed 
the  people  were  in  favor  of  it. 

Question. — Did  you  receive,  under  cover  of  an  envelop,  during  the  session 
of  l86l,or  about  the  time  of  its  adjournment,  either  from  a known  or  unknown 
source,  any  money  or  bank  notes? 

Answer.— I did  not. 

Question.  — Have  you  at  any  time,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  received  any 
pecuniary  consideration  for  your  support  of  that  bill? 

Answer. — I have  not. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge,  from  the  admission  of  parties  or 
otherwise,  of  any  other  member  of  the  Legislature  having  received  any  money 
or  promise  of  money  ? 

Answer. — 1 have  no  knowledge  whatever  from  the  admission  of  parties. 
All  that  1 ever  heard  in  regard  to  it  occurred  in  Pittsburg.  T.  M.  Marshall 
inquired  of  me  what  1 had  leceived  for  voting  for  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage 
tax.  I answered,  nothing. 

Question. — Did  you  receive  any  intimation  or  information  in  regard  to  the 
presence  of  this  committee  in  Pittsburg  before  you  were  notified  by  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms  ? 

Answer. — I had  none,  except  what  I saw  in  the  “Chronicle”  day  before 
yesterday. 


WILLIAM  DOUGLASS. 
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HARRISBURG,  THURSDAY,  March  27,  1862. 

Charles  M’Knight,  sworn. 

Question  by  the  chairman. — Are  you  the  proprietor  of  the  Evening  Chroni- 
cle,  of  Pittsburg  1 

Answer. — 1 am  the  sole  proprietor. 

Question. — Did  you,  in  your  paper,  advocate  the  passage  of  a bill  before 
the  Legislature  of  1861,  entitled  “An  Act  for  the  commutation  of  the  tonnage 
duties  1 ” 

Answer.— 1 have  opposed  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax  in  my  paper,  unless 
a guarantee  could  be  obtained  from  the  company  that  the  discrimination  against 
western  trade  would  be  taken  off. 

Question. — Did  you  publish  a printed  argument  in  favor  of  the  repeal  of 
the  tonnage  tax,  at  the  instance  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  or  its 
officers  1 

Answer. — I did;  two  arguments  handed  me  in  pamphlet  form. 

Question. — Can  you  tell,  from  memory,  the  space  occupied  by  them  in  your 
paper  1 

Answer. — About  twenty-four  columns  of  reading  matter,  giving  each  pam- 
phlet one  insertion  in  my  paper. 

Question. — State  what  compensation  you  received  for  the  publication  of 
the  above  two  pamphlets'? 

Answer — I was  asked  what  I would  charge.  I replied,  my  usual  charge. 
I was  asked  if  1 would  make  any  deduction,  i replied,  1 would  not.  It 
amounted  to  four  hundred  and  sixty-one  dollars.  1 published  the  bill  as 
amended,  for  which  1 made  an  extra  charge,  which  is  included  in  the  above 
amount.  The  space  occupied  by  their  publication  was  “reading  space,”  for 
which  we'then  charged  ten  cents  a line  ; our  charges  at  this  time  are  greater,. 

Question. — Did  you,  at  any  time,  receive  any  other  compensation,  from 
any  officer  or  agent  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company,  for  the  passage  of 
the  above  bill  1 

Answer.— 1 never  did. 

CHARLES  M’KNIGHT. 


FRIDAY,  March  28,  1861 


James  P.  Barr,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Are  you  the  proprietor  of  the  Pittsburg  Post  1 » 

Answer. — I am. 

Question. — Did  you,  through  your  paper,  advocate  the  passage  of  a bill 
through  tiie  Legislature  of  186 1,  entitled  “An  Act  for  the  commutation  of 
tonnage  duties  I” 

Answer. — I did. 

Question. — Did  you  publish  a printed  argument,  or  arguments,  furnished 
by  the  railroad  company,  or  its  officers,  in  favor  of  said  bill  ? 

Answer. — I published  extracts,  but  not  the  argument  entire. 

Question. — State  what  compensation,  if  any,  you  received  for  those  pub- 
.ications  1 
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Answer. — 1 do  not  remember  exactly  what  I received  for  that  service;  it 
did  not  exceed  seventy  five  dollars,  which  was  the  usual  charge,  at  my  rates. 
The  whole  amount  I received,  in  1861,  from  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  com- 
pany, was  three  hundred  and  ten  dollars,  or  thereabouts,  which  was  for  job 
printing,  &c.  This  was  exclusive  of  their  regular  advertisement,  which  latter 
amounts  to  one  hundred  dollars  a year,  or  thereabouts. 

Question.— Did  you  know  at  whose  instance  Mr.  Whitney  visited  Wash- 
ington, Pa.,  during  the  pendency  of  the  above  bill  before  the  Legislature, 
with  a view  of  procuring  the  aid  of  the  papers  of  that  place  in  support  of 
the  bi  1 1 1 

Answer. — He  went  at  my  instance. 

Question. — Was  you  induced  to  send  him  by  any  person,  officer  or  agent 
of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  company  1 

Answer.; — Not  wholly. 

Question. — In  part  i State  if  you  was  induced  by  any  such  person,  officer 
or  agent  of  the  railroad  company. 

Answer. — 1 was. 

Question. — State  w'hom. 

Answer. — By  Mr.  T.  A.  Scott. 

Question. — Was  Mr.  Whitney  authorized  by  Mr.  Scott  or  yourself  to  offer 
any  pecuniary  inducements  to  those  editors,  and  if  any,  what  1 

Answer. — He  was  not  authorized  by  me  to  offer  any  pecuniary  inducement 
at  all. 

Question. — Was  he  by  Mr.  Scott,  or  any  one  else  connected  with  the 
Petinsy lvania  railroad  company  1 

Answer. — I do  dot  know.  I never  spoke  to  Mr.  Scott  afterwards  on  the 
subject.  I was  not  authorized  by  him  to  give  any  one  one  cent. 

JAMES  P.  13AUK. 

• 

E.  D.  Leisenring,  sworn. 

Question  by  the  chairman. — What  paper  do  you  publish  in  Allentown, 
Lehigh  county  1 

Answer. — The  Messenger  of  Peace,  (Freidensbote,)  and  am  part  proprietor. 

Question. — Did  you,  through  your  paper,  advocate  a bill,  which  passed 
the  Legislature  of  1861,  entitled  “An  Act  for  the  commutation  of  the  tonnage 
duties  1” 

Answer. — I published  an  article,  after  the  bill  was  passed,  saying  that  the 
people,  our  readers,  should  not  be  too  severe  on  Mr.  Schindle  until  they  had 
read  the  bill  and  judged  for  themselves. 

Question. — State  what  was  the  course  of  your  paper,  pending  the  election 
of  1860,  touching  this  question  1 

Answer.— None.  Uur  paper  is  neutral,  and  took  no  part  in  its  discussion, 
and  not  since. 

Question. — Did  pou  publish,  in  your  paper,  the  bill  itself  ? 

Answer. — I did. 

Question.— State  at  whose  instance. 

Answer. — No  one.  We  publish  all  bills  of  a public  character,  as  well  as 
bills  of  a local  character,  belonging  to  our  district. 

Question. — Did  you  publish  a printed  argument  in  favor  of  the  repeal  of 
the  tonnage  tax  1 

Answer. — I did  not. 

Question. — Did  you  receive  any  compensation  for  printing  the  bill,  and  if 
so,  how  much  1 

Answer. — I did  not. 


E.  D.  LEISENKING. 
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F.  C.  Huber,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — State  whether  you  are  connected  in  publishing-  a 
paper  in  Allentown,  Lehigh  county;  and  if  so,  what  paper! 

Answer. — l am;  the  Lehigh  Register,  and  had  a partner,  Jno.  H.  Oliver, 
in  1861 ; my  present  partner  is  Charles  A.  Apple. 

Question. — What  part,  if  any,  did  your  paper,  during  the  canvass  of  1861, 
take  touching  the  question  of  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax'! 

Answer. — We  had  not  much  to  say,  either  for  or  against  it. 

'Question. — Did  you  advocate  or  oppose  it! 

Answer. — Neither. 

Question.- — Did  you  publish  in  your  paper,  about  the  time  the  bill  passed, 
or  shortly  afterwards,  a printed  argument  in  favor  of  the  bill ! 

Answer.-- -After  the  bill  was  passed,  we  published  the  same  as  an  adver- 
tisement. 

Question. — Did  you  publish  a printed  argument,  furnished  by  any  one,  in 
favor  of  said  bill ! 

Answer. — We  published  nothing  but  the  bill. 

Question. — At  whose  instance  did  you  publish  the  bill! 

Answer. — James  Fuller  gave  it  to  us. 

Question. — -State  what  you  was  paid  for  printing  the  bill,  and  by  whom. 

Answer. — Fifty  dollars,  by  Mr.  Fuller. 

Question. — How  much  space  of  your  paper  was  occupied  by  the  bill  ! 

Answer. — I do  not  remember. 

Question. — Was  that  all  the  compensation  you  received  in  relation  to  this 
matter  ! 

Answer. — It  was. 

P.  C.  HUBER. 


Reuben  Guth,  sworn. 

Question  by  the  chairman.— State  what  paper  you  publish  in  Allentown, 
Lehigh  county. 

Answer. — The  “ Patriot,”  in  partnership  with  Mr.  Helfricht. 

Question. — What  was  the  course  of  your  paper  in  the  fall  of  1860,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax  paid  by  the  Pennsylvania  railroad  com- 
pany ! 

Answer.- — I do  not  know  that  anything  particularly  was  said  at  that  time, 
but  in  February  we  advocated  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax. 

Question. — Were  you  requested  by  any  person  in  February  to  advocate  it; 
and  if  so,  by  whom  1 

Answer. — I was  not. 

Question. — Did  you  publish  the  bill  for  the  commutation  of  the  tonnage 
duties,  and  a printed  argument  in  favor  of  the  same  ! 

Answer. — We  published  the  act  after  it  had  passed,  and  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  people  to  it  in  a short  editorial.  We  published  some  arguments, 
written  by  ourselves  and  gathered  from  newspapers.  This  was  prior  to  the 
passage  of  the  act. 

Question. — At  whose  instance  or  request  did  you  publish  the  bill  1 

Answer. — James  W.  Fuller  ordered  it  to  be  published. 

Question. — Did  Mr.  Fuller  tell  you  who  desired  him  to  have  it  done! 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

Question. — State  what  compensation  you  got  for  publishing  the  bill. 

Answer. — Simply  advertising  rates ; we  charged  him  twenty  dollars. 

R.  GUTH, 
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HARRISBURG,  TUESDAY,  April  1,  1862. 


D.  D.  De  Witt,  Esq.,  sworn". 

Question  by  chairman  — Where  do  you  reside! 

Answer.— In  Wyoming  county,  Pennsylvania,  within  two  miies  of  Tunk- 
...  uriock  borough. 

Question. — Are  you  acquainted  with  Thomas  Osterhout,  the  late  member 
of  the  Legislature  from  that  county  1 
Answer. — 1 am. 

Question. — Have  you,  at  any  time  since  the  adjournment  of  the  Legislature 
. f 1861,  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Osterhout,  in  reference  to  the  passage 
of  the  bill  to  commute  the  tonnage  duties,  and  if  so,  state  the  substance  of 
such  conversation! 

Answer. — 1 have  had,  some  time  in  June,  1861  ; he  told  me  that  he  had 
got  paid  for  his  vote  on  that  bill,  and  bad  made  enough  out  of  it  to  pay  his 
debts.  He  told  me  his  reasons  ; that  1 ought  not  to  blame  him  ; that  he  was 
in  debt, ; that  the  bill  would  have  passed  whether  he  voted  for  it  or  not ; that 
i . hould  not  blame  him  for  voting  for  the  bill  ; he  got  paid  for  it;  be  was  told 
'■>  a man  that  did,  or  ought  to  know,  that  there  was  not  a person  who  voted 
r it,  but  what  was  paid,  not  even  one  of  the  Philadelphia  members,  and 
at  I should  not  blame  him,  for  had  he  not  voted  for  it  and  been  paid  for 
he  would  have  been  “stove”  up. 

Question. — Did  he  fix  any  amount  of  money  that  he  received,  or  the  amount 
.-.f  bis  he  had  paid  ! 

A vver. — All  he  said  was,  that  he  got  more  than  Mr.  Landon  got. 
Question.-— Is  Mr.  Landon  your  senator — representing  your  district! 
Answer.— He  is,  and  was  last  year. 

Question. — Did  this  conversation  arise  from  Mr.  Osterhout  asking  your 
-import  and  influence  for  his  re-nomination  ! 

Answer. — It  did  ; he  was  soliciting  my  support,  and  made  that  my  objec- 
tion for  not  supporting  him. 

Question. — Do  you  know  of  anything  else  material  to  this  investigation  1 
Answer. — I do  not. 

Question  by  Mr.  Strang. — Did  lie  name  the  person  who  said  that  all  who 
voted  for  the  bill  were  paid  ! 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

Question  by  Mr.  Crane. — Did  he  name  who  paid  him! 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

Question. — Did  you  hear  him  say,  or  admit  at  any  other  time,  that  he  had 
icceived  any  pay  for  his  vote  on  that  bill  ; and  if  so,  how  often! 

Answer. — 1 heard  him  say  so  frequently,  but  cannot  say  how  often  ; heard 
him  say  it  frequently  in  public,  when  a number  of  others  were  by. 

Question  by  Mr.  Crane. — Will  you  name  some  of  those  who  were  present 
when  he  made  this  admission  ! 

Answer. — Geo.  B.  Williams,  Orlando  Osterhout,  Alvin  Day,  Perry  S. 
'Vilson. 

Question. — At  what  place  was  this! 

Answer. — It  was  on  the  day  of  our  delegate  election 

Question  by  Mr.  Strang. — Did  you  know  of  Mr.  Osterhout  having  made 
any  large  payments  about  the  time  of  his  return  home! 

Answer. — i do  not. 


D.  D.  DE  WITT. 
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Charles  Keeney,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Where  do  von  reside  ! 

Answer. — In  Brainwim  township,  Wyoming  county. 

Question. — State  if  you  are  acquainted  with  Thos.  Osterhout,  member  of 
the  Legislature  of  1861. 

Answer. — [ ain. 

Question. — State  whether,  since  the  adjournment  of  that  Legislature,  v ' 
had  any  conversation  with  him  in  reference  to  his  vote  in  favor  of  the  bill  o; 
the  commutation  of  the  tonnage  duties. 

Answer. — 1 did  have  conversation  with  him  on  that  subject;  reproached 
him  severely  for  having  so  voted. 

Question. — State  what  excuse  or  apology  he  made,  if  any,  for  having  voted 
for  said  bill. 

Answer. — His  apology  for  voting  for  it  was  simply  this: — He  said  that  his 
vote  would  make  no  difference  in  the  result;  that  there  was  a majority  in 
favor  of  the  bill  ; and  further,  that  he  thought,  as  the  bill  must  pass,  he  would 
get  all  the  money  out  of  it  he  could.  He  did  mike  a good  thing  of  it, 
he  said,  and  brought  home  the  money  and  paid  his  debts.  He  claimed  that 
he  was  more  honest  than  the  priests,  who  got  the  money  and  denied  it.  He 
nqrned  Mr.  London,  of  the  Senate,  as  one  ; the  other  I do  not  remember. 

Question. — Do  you  know  of  anything  else  material  to  this  investigation 

Answer. — 1 do  not. 

Question. — Did  you,  at  any  other  time,  have  any  other  conversation  with 
Mr.  Qsterbour,  on  this  subject  1 

Answer. — I think,  on  one  other  occasion,  when  he  was  soliciting  my  influ- 
ence for  re-nomination,  he  repeated  substantially  the  above. 

Question  by  Mr.  Eyon. — Did  he  name  the  person  who  gave  him  the  money  ! 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

Question. — Did  he  state  the  amount  he  received  1 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

CHAKLES  KEENEY. 


WEDNESDAY,  April  2,  1862. 


.1.  Baker,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — State  where  you  reside. 

Answer. — Factory  vilie,  Wyoming  county. 

Question. — State,  are  you  acquainted  with  Thomas  Osterhout,  the  late  mem 
her  of  the  Lsgislature  from  that  county  ! 

Answer. — i am. 

Question. — Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Osterhout,  since  the 
adjournment  of  the  Legislature  of  1861,  relative  to  his  vote  on  the  bill  to 
commute  the  tonnage  duties! 

Answer. — I have. 

Question. — State  the  substance  of  that  conversation. 

Answer. — The  substance  of  it  was  that  he  had  received  money  for  voting 
for  the  bill,  but  did  not  say  from  whom,  nor  how  much. 

Question.— State  whether  he  had  said  he  had  received  enough  to  pay  In 
deb;s. 

Answer. — He  said,  I had  got  about  money  enough  to  pay  my  debts  a.ad 
expenses. 
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Question. — What,  if  anything-,  did  Mr.  Osterhout  say  to  you  in  reference} 
to  any  other  member  of  the  Legislature  receiving  any  money  for  their  sup- 
port to  that  bill  1 

Answer. — He  said  Mr.  Landon,  member  of  the  Senate,  got  seven  thousand 
dollars. 

Question  by  Mr.  Crane. — Did  Mr.  Osterhout  state  how  he  knew  Mr.  Lan- 
don got  seven  thousand  dollars'? 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

J.  BAKER. 


Geo.  H.  Bardweli,  affirmed. 

Question  by  chairman. — State,  are  you  acquainted  with  C.  D.  Gearheart  ? 

Answer. — 1 am. 

Question. — Had  you  any  conversation  with  him  yesterday,  in  relation  to 
his  being  a witness  before  this  committee  ? 

Answer. — I had  conversation  with  him  on  that  subject. 

Question. — Did  you  ask  him  what  he  was  to  testify  to  before  the  commit- 
tee, or  words  to  that  effect ? 

Answer. — 1 did  not,  . 

Question. — Did  you  suggest  to  him,  directly  or  indirectly,  the  propriety  of 
his  leaving,  and  not  appearing  before  the  committee  1 

Answer. — I did  not. 

Question. — Did  he  tell  you  tiiat  he  was  going  to  leave  Harrisburg  without 
appearing  before  the  committee  1 

Answer. — He  told  me  that  his  business  was  pressing  at  home  ; that  he  did 
not  know  how  he  coaid  be  detained  and  did  not  know  how  to  leave,  as  it  was 
the  first  of  April,  about  the  time  of  his  settlements  ; that  he  would  return 
immediately  home. 

Question. — What  was  your  reply  to  that? 

Answer. — He  asked  my  opinion,  and  i replied  he  knew  his  own  business 
best. 

Question. — At  what  time  of  day  did  this  conversation  take  place? 

Answer. — About  six  o’clock,  or  just  before  tea. 

Question. — Did  you  see  him  after  that  time,  last  night,  and  at  what  hour? 

Answer. — I did;  about  two  o’clock  this  morning. 

Question. — -What  time  did  he  leave? 

Answer. — I suppose  in  the  three  o’clock  train  ; he  said  he  was  going  to 
Philadelphia  and  New  York. 

Question. — What  is  his  business  at  home? 

Answer.- — A founderer,  and  resides  in  Wyoming  county,  Tunkharinock. 

Question. — Did  you  loan,  or  give  in  any  way  any  money  to  Mr.  Gearheart, 
or  do  you  know  of  any  one  who  did  ? 

Answer. — 1 did  not,  nor  do  1 know  of  any  one. 

Question. — Did  you  communicate  to  any  member  of  the  committee  the 
fact  that  Gearheart  would  leave  without  being  examined  by  the  committee  ? 

Answer. — I did  not. 

Question. — Did  you  know  that  an  attachment  had  issued  for  him  ? 

Answer. — I did  not. 

Question. — Have  you  written  or  telegraphed  to  any  person,  informing 
them  that  a subpasna  or  an  officer  would  be  after  them;  and  if  so,  who? 

Answer — I telegraphed  to  a man  to  keep  an  eye  out ; that  there  would  be 
some  one  in  that  town  in  a few  days,  sent  by  the  Hopkins  committee. 

Question. — Who  was  that  man? 


Answer. — It  was  John  Brisbin,  of  Scranton.  I telegraphed  him  to  notify 
Wm.  M.  Piatt,  of  Tunkhannock,  that  there  would  be  an  officer  sent  by  the 
Hopkins  committee,  in  a few  days. 

Question. — Why  did  you  telegraph  to  Mr.  Piatt,  and  by  whose  authority, 
and  for  what  purpose  1 

Answer.— I telegraphed  to  Mr.  Brisbin,  because  I thought,  through  him, 
the  information  would  more  certainly  reach  Tunkhannock. 

Question. — Why  did  you  wish  Mr.  Piatt  to  have  notice  1 

Answer. — I wished  to  apprise  him,  so  he  could  notify  any  parties  he  thought 
proper. 

Question. — Who  did  you  expect  him  to  notify  1 

Answer. — 1 expected  him  to  notify  Mr.  Osterhout. 

Question. — Why  did  you  wish  Mr.  Osterhout  notified!  Was  it  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  him  to  elude  the  officer! 

Answer. — -It  was  not,  on  my  part,  for  that  purpose  ; it  was  to  let  him  know 
and  act  as  he  saw  proper. 

Question. — Who  told  you  that  Mr.  Osterhout  was  to  be  subpoenaed  before 
this  committee! 

Answer. — No  one. 

Question. — What  Jed  you  to  suppose  he  would  be  subpoenaed! 

'Answer. — It  was  On  a presumption  that  as  he  had  been  a member  here,  and 
I had  heard  reports  that  he  had  been  led  by  pecuniary  inducements  to  vote 
for  the  commutation  of  tonnage  duties,  which  I,  however,  did  not  believe. 

Question. — Were  you  the  personal  and  political  friend  of  Mr.  Osterhout! 

Answer. — 1 am  a relative  of  his;  he  is  my  cousin,  and  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  corresponding  with  him  since  I left  the  county. 

Question. — Why  was  it  you  desired  Mr.  Osterhout  to  know  that  an  officer 
would  be  in  Tunkhannock  if  you  believed  him  innocent! 

Answer. — I wanted  him  to  act  as  he  pleased  in  the  premises.  I would  do 
the  same  for  any  friend  or  relative. 

Question. — At  what  time  did  you  telegraph  to  Mr.  Brisbin,  on  what  day, 
and  how ! 

Answer. — It  was  Wednesday  or  Thursday  of  last  week,  about  two  o’clock. 

Question. — What  portion  of  the  time  on  the  1st  April,  between  6 P.  M. 
and  2 o’clock  A.  M.,  of  the  second  April,  did  you  spend  with  Mr.  Gearheart ! 

Answer. — I met  him  about  6 o’clock;  after  a talk  left  for  tea;  met  him 
again  at  74  o’clock;  went  to  Sanford’s  opera  house  ; returned  at  about  10| 
o’clock  ; parted  at  that  time,  and  did  not  see  him.  again  until  about  2 o’clock, 
when  he  came  to  my  room. 

G.  H.  BARDWELL. 


SATURDAY,  April  5,  1S62. 


John  Day,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Where  do  you  reside! 

Answer. — Tunkhannock,  Wyoming  county. 

Question. — Are  you  acquainted  with  Thomas  Osterhout,  member  of  the 
Legislature  of  1861,  from  that  county  1 
Answer.- — 1 am. 

Question. — Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  him,  since  the  adjourn- 


merit  of  the  Legislature  of  1361,  ir.'reference  to  his  vote  for  the  repeal  of  the 
ton  nage  tax  ! 

Answer. — I have. 

Question. — State  the  substance  of  it. 

Answer. — As  near  as  I can  remember  it  was  previous  to  our  nominating 
convention  of  1861,  he  desired  me  to  get  a certain  man  to  go  for  his  re-nomi- 
nation.  1 replied  that  it  was  of  no  use  ; that  if  he  was  nominated  I was 
afraid  he  could  not  be  elected,  on  account  of  his  vote  to  repeal  the  tonnage 
tax. 

Question. — What  was  his  reply  1 

Answer. — He  replied  be  thought  it  would  not  make  any  difference  in  the 
vote;  that  he  was  well  paid  for  it;  the  amount  he  mentioned,  but  it  1 cannot 
now  remember. 

Question. — Did  it  amount,  to  one  thousand  dollars  ! 

Answer. — it  was  not  less  than  one  thousand  dollars,  and  may  have  been 
as  much  as  three  thousand  dollars,  but  1 do  not  now  remember  it  distinctly. 

Question. — Mad  you  any  other  conversation  with  Mr.  Osterhout  in  rela* 
tion  to  this  subject! 

Answer. — I do  not  remember  of  any. 

Question. — Did  he  compare  what  he  received  with  what  any  other  mem- 
ber of  the  Legislature  had  received! 

Answer. — Be  did  not,  nor  did  he  speak  of  any  other  member  of  the  Legis- 
lature receiving  any  sum. 

Question. — Was  any  one  else  present  during  this  conversation! 

Answer. — There  was  not. 

Question. — Did  Mr.  Osterhout  name  any  person  or  company,  from  whom 
he  received  this  money  ! 

Answer. — He  did  not. 

JOHN  DAY. 


Ziba  Billings,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Where  do  you  reside! 

Answer. — Tunkhannock,  "Wyoming  county. 

Question. — Are  you  acquainted  with  Thomas  Osterhout,  late  member  of 

the  Legislature  from  that  county  1 
A nsvver. — I am. 

Question. — State  whether  you  have  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Oster- 
hout, since  the  adjournment  ot  the  Legislature,  in  reference  to  this  vote  for 
the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  tax. 

Answer. — I have  not. 

Question. — Have  you  heard  him  at  any  time  admit  that  he  had  received 
money  for  voting  for  the  bill,  entitled  “An  Act  for  the  commutation  of  the 
tonnage  duties ! 

Answer. — I have  not. 

ZIBA  BILLINGS. 


Azra  Stemples,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Where  do  you  reside  ! 

Answer — 1'unkhannoclf,  Wyoming  county. 

Question  — -Are  you  acquainted  with  Thomas  Osterhout,  your  late  member 
of  the  Legislature  ! 

Answer. — I am. 


Question. — Have  you,  at  any  time,  heard  Mr.  Qsterbout  admit  that  he  had 

received  money  or  pay  for  his  vote  in  favor  of  the  repeal  ol  the  tonnage  tax'? 
Answer. — i cannot  say  I ever  did. 

AZRA  STEMPLES. 

John  V.  Smith,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — You  reside  in  Tunkhannock  ? 

Answer. — I do. 

Question. — Are  you  acquainted  with  Thomas  Osterhout,  late  member  of 
the  Legislature  from  that  county  ? 

Answer. — I am. 

Question.— -Have  you  ever  heard  him  make  any  admissions,  to  the  effect 
that  he  had  been  paid  for  voting  for  the  bill  to  repeal  the  tonnage  tax  1 
Answer. — 1 never  had,  to  my  knowledge. 

JOHN  V.  SMITH. 


MONDAY,  April  7,  1862. 

John  Brisbih,  sworn. 

Question  by  chairman. — Where  do  you  reside  1 

Answer. — Scranton,  Luzerne  county. 

Question.— State  whether,  within  the  past  fifteen  days,  you  were  tele- 
graphed by  G.  H.  Bardwell,  in  relation  to  this  investigation  of  the  tonnage 
tax. 

Answer. — A dispatch  came  to  the  office  at  Scranton,  dated  Harrisburg, 
March  26,  as  follows,  viz : 

“ Inform  Piatt,  Hopkins’s  railroad  committee  sent  for  Osterhout  to-day. 
Inform  him  to-night,  via  Factoryville  stage. 

(Signed)  “BARDWELL.” 

I was  absent  from  home;  did  not  see  the  dispatch,  except  as  the  copy  which 
the  telegraph  operator  gave  me  on  my  return,  who  informed  me  that  he  for- 
warded it  to  Piatt,  with  the  accompanying  note,  viz: 

“ Dear  Sir  : 

“Enclosed  message  was  received  at  2 30  this  P.  M. 

“ Mr.  Brisbin  started  for  Harrisburg  this  morning. 

“ I presume  the  message  will  be  intelligible  to  you.  If  any  reply,  please 
enclose  it  to  me,  via  stage  and  train  in  the  morning. 

“ Yours,  respectfully, 

“D.  H.  CONKLIN, 

“ Supt . Telegraph .” 

At  Easton,  on  my  way  here,  1 received  a message  from  Mr.  Conklin, 
saying,  in  substance,  “ that  message  came  for  vie  from  Bardwell,  which  he  had 
forwarder  to  Piatt,”  which  1 did  not  understand,  or  know  what  it  was  about 
at  all. 

Question. — Are  you  acquainted  with  Thomas  Osterhout,  the  late  member 
of  the  Legislature  from  Wyoming  county? 

Answer — i am. 
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Question  by  Mr.  Kaine. — Where  was  he  at  the  time  that  dispatch  was 

sent '? 

Answer. — I don’t  know.  I do  not  recollect  of  having  seen  him  for  months. 

Question  by  chairman.— Were  you  in  Harrisburg  during  the  pendency  of 
the  bill  to  co  inmute  the  tonnage  duties  before  the  Legislature  of  1861  1 

Answer. — 1 was  here  one  or  two  days  on  business  for  the  company  I repre- 
sent. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge,  either  from  the  admissions  of  Thomas 
Qsterhout,  or  otherwise,  of  his  having  received,  any  money,  or  promise  of 
money,  for  his  vote  in  favor  of  said  bill  1 

Answer. — I have  no  knowledge  whatever  upon  the  subject,  except  that 
which  1 derived  from  what  1 should  term  common  rumor.  1 do  not  recollect 
of  ever  having  spoken  to  Mr.  Osterhout  on  the  subject  of  that  bill. 

Question.— Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  member  of  either  branch  of 
the  Legislature  receiving  money,  or  the  promise  of  money,  for  their  votes  in 
favor  of  the  commutation  bill  1 

Answer. — None  whatever,  except  what  was  commonly  talked.  I heard  it 
talked  in  Harrisburg,  as  well  as  in  the  section  of  the  country  where  I reside, 
that  members  had  been  paid. 

Question. — Did  that  common  talk  fix  any  definite  sum  that  any  senator  or 
member  got,  or  was  to  get,  for  supporting  the  bill  1 

Answer. — 1 heard,  here  in  Llarrisburg,  that  Mr.  Osterhout  was  to 
thousand  dollars.  ' 

Question. — State  from  whom  you  learned,  in  Harrisburg,  that  Mr.  Oster- 
hout was  to  or  could  get  three  thousand  dollars  for  voting  for  the  tonnage 

bill! 


get  three 


Answer. — This  question  the  witness  prefers  not  answering,  on  account  of 
the  friendly  relations  existing  between  the  individual  and  himself. 

The  committee  insisting  on  Mr.  Brisbin  answering  the  question,  he  stated 
that  it  was  Wm.  M.  Piatt,  of  Tunkhannock. 

Question. — Have  you  any  knowledge,  from  any  conversation  with  Mr. 
Piatt,  of  his  having  received  any  compensation  for  his  services  in  procuring 
the  passage  of  said.;  bi  1 1 1 

Answer. — I have  not ; he  never  intimated  to  me  that  he  was  to,  or  did 
receive  anything. 

J.  BRISB1N. 


ERRATUM. 

On  page  14,  nineteenth  line  from  the  top,  for 
“five  per  cent.” 


“fifty  per  cent.” 
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